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PREFACE. 


-o- 


f^ELIEVING  that  there  are  a  large  number  of  persons  in  America  inter- 
L)  ested  in  English  Estates,  and  having  received  hundreds  of  letters  of 
inquiry  concerning  such  estates,  I  decided  to  publish  the  facts  as  I  found 
them  in  the  records,  and  from  authorized  publications  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment,  prepared  for  my  own  guidance.  Each  claim  is  given  in  alphabetical 
order,  title  of  case,  nature  and  amount  of  claim,  wherever  named  in  records. 

j\  Many  Persons  came  to  America  years  ago  leaving  estates  behind.  Having 
X  died  in  America  their  heirs-at-law  and  next-of-kin  are  advertised  for,  many 
of  whom  live  and  die  in  ignorance  of  their  right  to  recover  on  such  estates. 

To  such  persons,  and  to  all  whose  parents  are  “foreign  born,”  this  book  will 
t  v  be  of  great  value. 


% 


HALE  HUNTER. 


Note.  Dates  of  placing  funds  in  Chancery  or  Bank  of  England;  when  and  how 

dealt  with ;  whether  invested,  date,  etc.,  can  be  furnished  by  the  publisher.  Fee  Fifty 

'•  Cents.  Address, 

X 

*\ 
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HALE  HUNTER,  Attorney, 

Urbana,  Ohio. 
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THE  MOFFITT  ESTATE. 


AUCElSTiaT  OZET1  TZEEIE  MOFFITT  FAMILY. 


[As  compiled  from  the  Bible  Record,  by  Abijah  Moffitt,  Richmond,  Ind.] 

Robert  Moffitt  was  born  in  Scotland,  and  emigrated  to  Ireland  when  young,  and 
there  married  Margaret  Stuart,  from  England,  a  near  relative  of  King  James  II,  Their 
children  were  as  follows :  James,  Charles,  William,  Adam,  Margaret,  Mary,  Catharine, 
Robert,  Hugh,  John  and  Patrick,  The  latter  never  came  to  America.  John  came  over 
but  went  back,  married,  and  died  in  Ireland.  William  came  over  first  alone,  and  went 
back.  Being  pleased  with  the  country,  he  and  five  other  brothers  afterwards  came  to 
Philadelphia  and  remained  there  some  time.  Then  they  went  into  North  Carolina— 
Chatham  or  Randolph  county.  James  went  into  Georgia,  or  South  Carolina,  about  the 
year  1790.  William,  Adam  and  Charles  died  in  North  Carolina.  Hugh  emigrated  to 
Ohio  in  1798-9,  and  settled  near  Chillicothe,  where  he  died  about  the  year  1800.  Robert 
started  back  to  Ireland  and  was  never  again  heard  from  by  those  that  remained  in 
America.  They  supposed  he  was  lost  at  sea,  as  sail  ships  only  were  then  in  use. 
William  and  Hugh  married  Charles  Davis’  daughters,  in  North  Carolina.  Their  father, 
Charles  Davis,  was  from  England— came  to  this  country  when  a  boy.  His  father  being 
deceased,  his  mother  put  him  to  the  weaver’s  trade ;  but,  not  being  pleased  with  his 
situation,  left  England  without  his  mother’s  knowledge  and  landed  in  Philadelphia, 
Penn.,  where  he  was  sold  to  pay  his  passage.  After  working  that  out  he  went  into 
North  Carolina  and  raised  a  family.  Hugh  Moffitt  married  his  daughter,  Hannah  Davis. 
Their  children  were : 

Robert,  born  9th  month,  17th,  1769 ;  John,  born  1st  month,  12th,  1771 ;  Joshua,  born 
nth  month,  15th,  1772 ;  Charles,  born  9th  month,  25th,  1774;  Joseph,  born  nth  month, 
6th,  1776;  Jeremia,  born  9th  month,  29th,  1778;  Ruth,  born  9th  month,  16th,  1780; 
Nathan,  born  6th  month,  30th,  1783  ;  Hannah,  born  10th  month,  5th,  1785 ;  Mary,  born 
1 2th  month,  15th,  1790. 

The  above-named  estate  is  being  prosecuted  by  Hale  Hunter,  foreign  claim 
attorney.  This  estate  consists  of  a  large  sum  of  money  in  the  Bank  of  England. 
Heirs-at-law  and  the  Next-of-Kin  number  nearly  one  hundred- 


WEALTH  OBTAINED 

IF  LOOKED  AFTER  AND  PUSHED. 


THE  following  paragraphs  show  that  people  live  and  die  in  want,  ignorant 
of  the  fact  that  they  are  heirs  to  enormous  wealth  —  others  unexpectedly 
receive  large  fortunes  : 

A  Lucky  Tram  Conductor. — A  Liverpool  tram  conductor  has  received  an  inti¬ 
mation  that  he  is  next-of-kin  of  a  West  Indian  planter  named  Cort,  who  has  left 

^100,000. — Lloyd's  Weekly  Newspaper,  April  15,  1883. 

The  Mangini-Brown  Estate— It  is  not  often  that  persons  have  wealth  suddenly 
thrust  upon  them,  and  the  five  Italians  who  discovered  themselves  to  be  jointly  entitled 
to  more  than  ,£200,000,  can  not  be  looked  upon  as  otherwise  than  exceedingly  fortunate 
persons.  The  money  in  question  was  the  whole  of  the  residuary  estate  of  an  aged  lady 
named  Maria  Mangini-Brown,  who  died  in  1871  in  Hertford  street,  Mayfair.  Mrs.  Brown 
was  the  daughter  of  one  Antonio  Mangini,  better  known  in  England  as  Anthony 
Mangin,  who  filled  various  different  positions  in  life,  and,  subsequently,  toward  the 
latter  part  of  the  last  century,  found  himself  agent  and  Consul-General  in  London  of 
the  Ligurion  or  Genoese  Republic,  one  of  those  struggling  States  practically  obliter¬ 
ated  by  the  first  Napoleon.  He  was  a  commercial  man  who  amassed  much  wealth,  and 
married  an  English  woman  who  pre-deceased  him.  Mangini  himself  died  in  1803, 
leaving  the  bulk  of  his  property  to  his  daughter,  Maria,  who  is  supposed  to  have  married 
one  Aquilla  Brown,  by  whom  she  had  a  daughter  who  died  before  her,  and  left  descend¬ 
ants,  who,  unluckily  for  themselves,  are  unable  to  produce  any  certificate  or  other 
evidence  of  a  marriage  between  Brown  and  the  grandmother.  All  Maria  Mangini- 
Brown’s  issue,  therefore,  being  either  extinct  or  shut  out,  it  became  necessary,  on  her 
death  in  1871,  to  seek  her  next-of-kin  from  Consul  Mangini’s  descendants,  she  not 
having  left  any  valid  will.  None  of  these  being  forthcoming,  the  Treasury  administered 
to  her  estate  and  assumed  possession  of  her  accumulated  wealth,  subsequently  paying 
it  into  the  Court  of  Chancery.  Here,  then  was  a  wide  field  for  claimants  to  come  from. 
There  was  no  reason  to  suppose  Antonio  Mangini  illegitimate,  and  he  must,  therefore, 
have  next-of-kin  in  existence  somewhere.  They  came  eventually,  and  were  no  less 
than  thirteen  in  number,  of  whom  one,  a  Mrs.  Lane,  actually  got  a  Chancery  decree 
made  in  her  favor,  ordering  the  payment  to  her  alone  of  nearly  the  whole  ol  the 
,£200,000.  Before,  however,  she  could  enjoy  the  fruits  of  her  judgment,  certain  Italians 
named  Fr^ccia,  proved  themselves  nearer  of  kin  than  Mrs.  Lane  to  the  defunct  Consul, 
and  got  her  judgment  reversed  in  their  favor  .-[Next- of- Kin  Gazette. 

An  Extraordinary  Windfall. — The  following  is  clipped  from  the  Manchester 
Weekly  Times:  “A  railway  blacksmith,  named  Allen,  has  just  recovered  an  estate  near 
Hanly  worth  ,£70,000.  The  estate  is  the  Ubberly  Hall  property,  just  outside  the 
borough.  The  Allen  family  has  held  the  property  from  the  days  of  the  Conquest,  but 
more  than  a  hundred  years  ago  the  title  deeds  were  lost,  and  in  1828  the  family  was 
dispossessed  through  being  unable  to  produce  them.  A  subsequent  occupant  of  the 
family  house  seems  to  have  found  the  deeds  and  taken  them  to  Mr.  Hobbes,  the  gentle¬ 
man  who,  according  to  his  own  statement,  was  sent  down  into  Staffordshire  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  recover  property  for  poor  people.  The  present  Mr.  Allen  inspected  the 
papers  found  in  the  possession  of  Hobbes,  when  that  worthy  was  apprehended,  but 
without  avail.  But,  on  the  advice  of  a  friend,  he  interviewed  Mr.  Hobbes  in  Stafford 
Goal,  and  Mr.  Hobbes  gave  him  the  name  of  a  man  in  London  with  whom  he  had 
deposited  the  Allen  deeds  as  security  for  a  small  loan.  From  this  man  the  deeds  were 
obtained  for  £4  by  Mr.  Allen,  who  now  will  rise  from  the  position  of  a  railway 
blacksmith  to  the  possession  of  an  ever-improving  estate.” 
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ROMANTIC  CASE. 


From  Pauperism  to  Affluence.  —  From  London  Daily  Telegraph ,  Sept.  17 
1883  •  “  Information  has  been  received  at  Portsmouth  to  the  effect  that  three  persons 
in  that  town  and  one  in  Australia  have  each  just  come  in  for  a  fourth  share  of  a  quar¬ 
ter  of  a  million  of  money  which  has  for  years  been  lying  in  Chancery.  One  of  the 
prospective  recipients  is,  and  has  been  for  some  time,  in  the  work  house.” 

Windfall  to  an  Engine  Driver. — From  London  Daily  Telegraph ,  January  14th  : 
“  The  wife  of  an  engine  driver  on  the  London  and  Southwestern  Railway,  last  week, 
came  into  possession  of  a  legacy  of  £\ 7,000  from  a  source  from  which  not  a  penny  was 
expected.  The  lucky  man  sent  in  his  resignation,  and  on  Saturday  took  his  last  drive 
from  Salisbury  and  Exeter  and  back,  and  was  warmly  congratulated  on  his  good  luck.” 

John  Brown.— From  Lloyd's  Weekly  Newspaper:  “  Her  Majesty’s  favorite  servant, 
John  Brown,  was  believed  to  have  feathered  his  nest  remarkably  well,  and  the  idea  is 
confirmed  by  a  telegram  from  Aberdeen  recently,  stating  that  his  estate  is  valued  at 
more  than  ,£20,000.  Dr.  Profeit,  the  Queen’s  Commissioner  at  Balmoral,  has  been 

appointed  executor,  and  he  is  now  engaged  in  the  work  of  administering;  the 
thrifty  Scot.” 

Heir  Wanted  to  a  Fortune. — The  following  item  appeared  in  the  London 
Daily  Telegraph  •  “  A  romantic  application  was  made  to  Mr.  Woolrych,  at  Westminster. 
The  applicant  desired,  if  possible,  to  learn  the  present  situation  of  a  person  named 
Ambrose,  who  fifteen  years  since  was  committed  to  a  reformatory  at  that  Court,  and 
subsequently  shipped  to  Australia.  It  appears  that  the  friendless  boy  of  fifteen  years 
ago  is  now  the  heir  to  a  fortune.” 

Romantic  Story.  A  recent  date  of  Lloyd’s  Weekly  Newspaper  contains  the 
following:  “Two  brothers  named  Kibolde,  one  of  whom  lives  at  Farnworth,  near 
Bolton,  the  other  at  Bary,  both  of  them  factory  operatives,  have  just,  it  is  reported,  come 
into  a  fortune  of  2,000,000  francs.  Their  father  served  in  the  Crimean  war,  and  after  his 
death  the  mother,  it  is  asserted,  deserted  her  children  —  three  sons  and  a  daughter. 
The  latter  was  adopted  by  a  French  gentleman,  and,  upon  his  decease  she  entered  a 

convent.  The  fortune  left  by  this  sister  for  the  benefit  of  her  brothers  is  2,000  000 
francs.” 

Romantic  Case.  From  the  Next-of-Kin  Gazette :  “A  romantic  case  is  a  subject 
of  inquiry  before  a  Commission  held  at  the  suit  of  the  Attorney-General  of  Victoria,  and 
nine  claimants  —  one  resident  in  this  country  and  the  rest  in  America.  The  case  is  one 
of  intestacy.  The  amount  involved  is  between  ^80,000  and  ^90,000.  It  was  realized 
by  one  Patrick  Cody,  who,  it  is  stated,  was  born  in  the  old  Gaol  of  Newgate,  in  this 
city,  in  1816,  and  died  in  Australia  in  1872.  The  mother  of  deceased  was  a  servant  who 
was  convicted  of  stealing  plate  which  belonged  to  her  master.  She  was  sentenced  to 
seven  years  transportation,  and,  while  awaiting  the  arrival  of  a  convict  ship  at  Cork, 
she  gave  birth  to  the  deceased,  who  was  baptized  Patrick  in  the  Roman  Catholic  chapel  at 
St.  Michon.  At  the  termination  of  the  sentence  his  mother  got  “  the  run  ”  of  the  country 
and  married  a  freed  convict  named  Buckley.  Whether  this  second  marriage  was  biga¬ 
mous  or  not  does  not  appear,  but  the  Buckleys  prospered.  The  woman  died  at  an 
advanced  age,  and  her  memory  is  honored  in  poetry  and  prose  in  monumental  marble 
in  the  Catholic  Cathedral  at  Sidney.  Her  son  having  been  one  of  the  earliest  squatters 
in  Gippsland,  amassed  a  very  large  fortune  and  bore  a  high  character  for  benevolence 
and  rectitude.  After  her  death  search  was  made  for  a  will,  but  none  was  found.  Two 
suits  were  instituted  in  Australia,  one  in  Chancery  and  the  other  in  Probate.  In  the 
latter  a  forged  will  was  set  up  by  a  man  named  Maher,  sent  to  gaol  to  await  his  trial. 
Inquiries  were  instituted  by  Mr.  Octavious  O’Brien,  J.  P.,  of  this  city,  and  the  result  is 
that  the  present  set  of  claimants  have  come  forward.  In  order  to  establish  these 
rights  evidence  has  been  taken  by  commission  in  the  United  States,  Canada  and  New¬ 
foundland,  Kilkenny  and  now  finally  in  Dublin,  before  the  trial  which  is  to  determine 
the  question  at  issue  is  held  in  Australia.” 
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A  BARONETCY  AND  ^16,000  A  YEAR. 


A  Dublin  Confectioner. — The  Evening  Standard  of  London,  contains  the  follow¬ 
ing  brief  sketch:  “James  Edwards,  a  Dublin  confectioner,  died  worth  ^90,000,  of 
which  /37,ooo  was  undisposed  of  by  will,  and,  being  illegitimate,  his  money  went  to  the 
Crown,  but  claimants  were  invited,  and  some  dozen  persons  having  made  a  case,  his 
manager  received  /500  and  his  employes’  each  a  year’s  pay,  amounting  altogether 
to  about  ,£1,000.” 

Rich  Paupers.— Mid- Surrey  Gazette :  Information  has  just  been  received  that  a 
man  under  the  care  of  the  Exeter  guardians  is  entitled  to  ,£5»ooo.  For  some  time  past, 
however,  the  poor  fellow  has  been  in  the  lunatic  ward,  but  there  appears  to  be  some 
hope  of  his  recovery.  As  the  lunatic  cannot  himself  move  for  the  recovery  of  the  money, 
the  guardians  have  decided  to  take  the  necessary  steps.  The  man  has  a  sister,  who  is 
also  in  the  work  house. 

Had  He  Known  What  Awaited  Him.— Not  long  ago  the  following  item  appeared 
in  the  London  Sportsman:  “Tragic!  Benjamin  Walter  Roper,  a  medical  man,  has  just 
died  in  the  utmost  poverty,  and  in  one  of  the  lowest  and  most  squalid  slums  of 
Notingham.  At  Wakefield,  only  a  few  hours’  journey  away,  a  legacy  of  £2, 000  and  an 
annuity  of  /300  had  been  awaiting  him  for  some  time,  but  his  whereabouts  were  not 
known.  No  tricks  of  that  scurvy  jade,  Fate,  could  be  unkinder  than  this.’’ 

Bridget  Cunningham’s  Adventures.— An  Irish  girl  of  sixteen,  named  Bridget 
Cunningham,  went  to  London  seeking  employment  in  1854,  and  afterwards  came  to 
Liverpool,  where  she  married  A.  Pinn,  sailor,  who  deserted  her  in  1858,  and  has  not 
been  heard  of  since.  She  then  sailed  for  one  of  the  Southern  States  ol  America, 
obtained  a  situation  as  nurse  in  a  family,  and  afterwards  commenced  a  boarding-house, 
by  which  she  made  upwards  of  ^10,000,  and  died  there  without  leaving  issue.  Adver¬ 
tisements  have  appeared  in  Liverpool  and  Irish  papers,  with  a  view  of  discovering  her 
next-of-kin,  but  hitherto  without  success  .—Liverpool  Daily  Post ,  January  9,  1885. 

An  Heir  Wanted. — The  following  article  appeared  in  the  Manchester  Examiner 
ayid  Times  some  time  ago,  and  found  its  way  into  a  recent  date  of  a  New  Hampshire 
journal :  “  A  substantial  fortune,  says  the  Western  Morning  News ,  is  now  going  begging 
for  want  of  a  claimant.  James  L-  Blackmore,  an  iron  moulder,  left  Taunton  for 
America  twenty  years  ago  in  indigent  circumstances,  and  died  on  the  25th  of  last  month, 
leaving  a  round  sum  of  about  $60,000,  his  wife  having  pre-deceased  him  by  half-a-year. 
The  neighhor  who  now  writes  to  the  Rector  of  Taunton  to  make  inquiries,  was  told  by 
Blackmore  on  his  death-bed  that  his  brother  and  sister  were  still  living  in  the  town. 
The  brother,  who  was  a  small  tavern-keeper,  is  said  to  have  left  the  country,  but  there 
is  a  probability  that  he  or  the  Next-of-Kin  wdl  be  found.  Latest  advices  are  that  the 
brother  recovered  the  fortune.” 

A  Baronetcy  and  ,£16,000  a  Year. —  1  ne  London  Sportsman  is  responsible  for  the 
following:  “  Who  says  that  romances  cannot  be  found  in  commercial  circles?  A  few 
days  ago  it  appears  that  a  pleasant,  genial  old  gentleman  called  at  one  of  the  city  banks 
and  requested  an  introduction  to  one  of  the  junior  clerks.  The  clerk  who  had  noticed 
the  stranger,  and  seen  him  enter  the  manager’s  room,  was  startled  by  a  summons  to  go 
inside.  As  employers,  as  a  rule,  are  not  fortunately  often  guilty — it  might  lead  to  pride, 
vain-glory,  and  much  puffing-up — of  summoning  their  employes  into  the  firm  s  chief 
sanctum  to  be  complimented,  the  young  clerk  left  his  desk  with  a  tremor.  Once  inside 
the  manager’s  room  the  clerk  found  himself  face  to  face  with  the  stranger.  The  visitor 
immediately  broke  the  ice  by  saying  he  had  the  pleasure  to  announce  that  by  the  death 
of  an  uncle,  and  in  consequence  of  the  death  of  several  other  relatives,  this  young  gentle¬ 
man  was  heir  to  a  baronetcy.  Hardly  believing  his  ears,  and  restraining  a  very  natural 
desire  to  shout  ‘  hurrah,’  the  clerk  summoned  up  enough  presence  of  mind  to  ask  if  it 
was  an  empty  title.  The  visitor  immediately  and  blandly  informed  him  that  his  income 
was  at  least  ,£10,000  per  year,  with  ,£50,000  at  a  bank  upon  current  account.  It  has 
since  been  ascertained  that  the  income  is  not  less  than  ,£16,000  a  year.  This  is  not  bad 
for  a  start.’’ 


AN  UNEXPECTED  FORTUNE. 
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AN  UNEXPECTED  FORTUNE. 

Lloyd’s  Weekly  Newspaper,  of  October,  n,  1885,  contained  the  following  :  “  Devon¬ 
shire  has  been  truly  called  the  Garden  of  England.  One  of  its  beautiful  villages  inspired 
Goldsmith’s  immortal  “  Sweet  Auburn,  Loveliest  Village  of  the  Plain and  lovers 
of  nature,  wearied  with  the  din  and  strife  ol  life’s  incessant  struggle,  have  delighted  to 
wander  at  ease  through  the  luxuriant  fern-clad  woods,  along  the  quiet,  drowsy  lanes, 
and  in  the  deep,  calm,  sleepy  dells.  In  no  other  part  of  England’s  lovely  land  do  the  birds 
sing  so  sweetly,  or  the  flowers  give  out  such  exquisite  perfume.  Here,  throughout  the 
long  summer  day,  the  bees  hum  drowsily  on  from  flower  to  flower,  sipping  lovingly  the 
sweet  juice  which  forms  their  wealth,  and  which  the  flowers  so  lovingly  yield.  What  a 
contrast  to  the  fierce  contest  man  wages  with  his  fellow  man  for  his  wealth  !  In  a  small 
village  in  the  heart  of  this  beautiful  county  stands  a  laborer’s  cottage.  It  is  a  picturesque 
old  place,  in  the  midst  of  a  large  garden,  such  as  we  still  find  in  some  rural  districts 
surrounding  the  humble  homes  of  our  agricultural  laborers.  The  front  of  the  cottage  is 
covered  with  woodbine,  honeysuckle,  and  roses,  through  which  two  little  lattice 
windows  peep  out  upon  the  passers-by,  while  one  gable-end  is  completely  hidden  by  a 
large  luxuriant  grape  vine.  Until  quite  recently  this  was  the  abode  of  an  old 
laborer  and  his  family,  who,  though  thrifty  and  industrious,  were,  and  had  been  all  their 
lives,  extremely  poor.  Life  to  this  poor  man  had  been  a  desperate  struggle,  and  many  a 
time  the  meal  consisted  of  only  vegetables  from  the  garden  which  he  cultivated  so 
carefully.  Hard  work  had  been  his  portion  all  his  life,  and  it  never  entered  his  head 
that  the  world  contained  for  him  aught  beyond  the  scant  wage  due  to  his  hard  and 
cheerless  toil.  All  his  relations,  so  far  as  he  knew,  had  been  poor,  and  there  was  no 
one  from  whom  he  could  expect  a  single  penny.  Happening,  however,  to  come  across 
a  list  ol  names  of  persons  who  had  been  advertised  for  to  claim  money  and  property  in 
chancery,  he  was  greatly  surprised  and  very  much  agitated  to  find  his  own  name  in  full ; 
and  being  a  man  of  more  than  ordinary  intelligence  for  his  class,  he  at  once  communi¬ 
cated  with  the  publishers  of  the  list,  which  has  resulted  in  establishing  his  claim  to  an 
enormous  fortune,  left  nearly  one  hundred  years  ago.  If  it  had  been  his  good  luck  to 
have  seen  this  list  years  ago,  what  a  life  of  misery  would  have  been  spared  to  him  and 
his  family!  Locked  up  in  Chancery  there  is  nearly  ^100,000,000  in  money  and  property 
belonging  to  the  people,  which  the  Chancery  Paymaster  would  be  only  too  glad  to  get 
rid  of  if  the  owners  would  but  apply  for  it  in  the  right  way.  The  rightful  owners  of 
all  this  wealth  are  scattered  through  all  classes  of  society,  and  many  a  toiler  of  both 
sexes  in  the  professions,  the  counting-house,  the  factory,  the  warehouse,  the  shop,  and 
the  field,  is  entitled  to  come  forward  and  claim  a  fortune.  There  is  no  longer  any 
mystery  about  this  great  mine  of  wealth. 

• 

STORY  OF  A  FORTUNE. 

The  Baltimore  Sun ,  October  8th,  printed  the  story  of  an  effort  to  get  a  St.  Louis 
legacy  up  in  the  millions.  One  hundred  years  ago  John  Welsh,  John  Mull  and  Jo.  Mul- 
langthy  owned  a  fishing  boat  in  partnership  in  County  Kilkenny,  Ireland,  and  divided  the 
proceeds  equally.  Welsh  was  married.  One  morning  Welsh  found  that  his  partner,  as 
Mr.  Welsh’s  descendants  of  to-day  allege,  had  disappeared  with  all  the  money  of  the  firm. 

After  the  lapse  of  a  century  this  money,  with  Mullangthy  is  said  to  have  taken, 
turns  up  as  a  legacy  valued  at  $5,000,000,  and  is  held  by  the  Archbishop  of  St.  Louis  for 
the  heirs  of  John  Welsh.  It  is  the  accumulation  of  years,  and  represents  but  a  small 
portion  of  the  fortune  left  by  Mullangthy  at  his  death.  Before  his  death,  it  is  stated,  he 
wished  to  make  some  restitution  to  his  former  partner  and  friend  in  Ireland,  and  left 
cash  and  several  blocks  of  land  in  St.  Louis  as  a  private  trust  to  be  given  to  the  heirs  of 
John  Welsh.  Bishop  Rosetta,  of  St.  Louis,  and  two  Catholic  priests  of  the  same  city, 
were  named  as  executors.  Claim  is  now  made  to  the  legacy  by  Mrs.  John  Powers,  a 
granddaughter  of  John  Welsh,  who  lives  with  her  daughter,  Mrs.  J.  S.  Brown,  at  Laurel, 
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Md.  For  years  she  has  known  of  the  legacy,  and  through  all  these  years  she  and  her 
husband  and  their  children  have  worked  indefatigably  to  secure  the  fortune  they  believe 
due  to  them.  Mr.  Powers  died  last  November.  Mrs.  Powers  and  one  of  her  sons  went  to 
Ireland  some  years  ago  in  search  of  evidence  to  prove  her  right  to  the  fortune.  She  and 
her  husband  removed  to  St.  Louis  and  passed  ten  years  there  in  their  efforts  to  estab¬ 
lish  their  claim.  Then  they  returned  to  Baltimore,  utterly  discouraged  and  despondent, 
but  recently  Mrs.  Powers  has  secured  new  evidence,  and  once  again  her  hope  of  success 
has  taken  a  rise.  Ex-Senator  Rice,  of  Arkansas,  has  taken  the  case  in  hand.  He  has 
associated  with  him  a  New  Orleans  lawyer,  and  they  have  promised  to  prosecute  the 
case  with  vigor. 

A  Pauper  Heir. — From  the  Weekly  Scotsman ,  April  12  :  “In  October,  1877,  a  broken- 
down  solicitor,  named  James  Pitt,  died  in  the  Emigrants’  Home,  Melbourne,  Australia, 
and  it  was  afterwards  learned  that  he  was  the  missing  heir  to  a  property  in  the  old  country 
yielding  an  annual  income  of  about  ^2,000.  By  the  last  mail  a  remittance  of  ^100  was 
received  from  his  friends,  which,  in  accordance  with  their  instructions,  they  have  paid 
over  to  the  Emigrants’  Aid  Society.  Pitt  was  an  inmate  of  the  Home  for  five  years, 
and  as  his  maintenance  only  cost  the  Society  about  /"i3  or  /14  a  year,  the  remittance 
will  fully  recoup  them.  ” 

MONEY  FOR  AMERICANS. 

An  Old-Time  Legacy — Georgians  trying  to  find  out  what  to  do  with  it. — The 
State  School  Commissioner  and  the  Attorney-General  were  in  consultation  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  Tuesday,  September  nth,  in  regard  to  securing  for  the  purpose  of  negro  education 
in  this  state  a  sum  of  money  that  has  lain  in  the  Bank  of  England  for  many  years.  It  is 
a  legacy,  the  history  of  which  is  very  singular. 

Archibald  McLean,  a  Scotchman,  was  a  prosperous  planter  in  Chatham  early  in 
the  present  century.  His  estate  was  known  as  Gowrie,  and  on  it  he  had  a  large  number 
of  slaves.  His  family  in  Scotland  was  strongly  opposed  to  slavery.  After  his  death  and 
the  death  of  his  son  and  heir,  a  certain  interest  in  the  estate  went  to  his  brother,  John 
McLean.  John  McLean  died  at  Glasgow,  July  9,  1836,  leaving  a  wffll  that  directed  the 
application  of  half  his  interest  in  his  deceased  brother’s  Georgia  estate  to  the  education 
of  the  negro  slaves  thereon  or  of  their  offspring  as  soon  as  the  laws  of  Georgia  should 
permit  the  education  of  the  slave  population. 

Four  prominent  Savannah  merchants  were  named  as  the  trustees  under  the  will,  but 
declined  the  trust  on  the  ground  that  the  laws  of  Georgia  prohibited  the  education  of 
slaves  and  the  bequest  was  therefore  void.  The  sum  involved  was  a  little  over  ^355. 
The  heirs,  in  view  of  the  legal  condition  of  the  legacy  in  Georgia,  attempted  to  secure 
the  money,  but  the  courts  decided  against  them.  Accordingly  the  money  has  been  in 
charge  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  William  Lloyd  Garrison  was  notified  of  the  facts  to 
the  end  that  when  circumstances  might  arise  under  which  the  money  could  be  applied 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  will,  steps  could  be  taken  by  him  for  securing  posses¬ 
sion  of  it. 

After  the  emancipation  of  all  slaves  in  this  country  a  son  of  Mr.  Garrison,  who  had 
found  among  his  father’s  papers  a  memorandum  on  the  matter,  called  the  attention  of 
the  Georgia  authorities  to  the  legacy.  While  the  Bank  of  England  is  anxious  to  pay 
over  the  money  to  whoever  may  be  legally  entitled  to  receive  it,  a  letter  to  that  effect 
having  just  been  received  by  the  School  Commissioners  of  Georgia,  the  difficulty  is  that 
the  negroes  of  the  Gowrie  plantation  have  been  scattered  by  the  war,  and  there  is  no 
way  of  finding  their  heirs.  Now  the  question  is  whether  the  bequest,  which  has  been 
bearing  interest  since  1836,  can  be  secured  and  devoted  to  the  general  education  of  the 
negroes. — Atlanta  {Ga.)  Constitution. 


THE  POOR  PEOPLE’S  CHANCERY  SUIT. 


Instructions  How  to  deceive  Money  or  Property  from  Chancery  Free  of 
Law  Costs,  Court  Fees,  Counsel  Fees  or  Charges 

of  Any  Description. 

A  poor  person  who  requires  the  assistance  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  but  is  unable 
through  poverty,  to  engage  the  services  of  a  solicitor,  must  present  a  petition  to  the 
Master  of  Rolls,  setting  out  his  case  and  praying  to  be  admitted  to  sue  in  forma 
pauperis ;  and  that  a  solicitor  and  counsel  may  be  assigned  for  him  A  certificate  of 
counsel  must  be  annexed  to  the  petition,  and  an  affidavit  by  which  the  person  declares 
himself  not  worth  five  pounds  (/s)  except  his  wearing  apparel  and  the  matters  in 
question.  On  this  petition  the  Master  of  Rolls  grants  his  fiat,  assigning  the  poor  person 

(  ree  of  charge)  the  services  of  a  solicitor  and  counsel,  and  ordering  them  to  attend  to 
the  case. 

So,  also,  a  poor  person  may  defend  a  Chancery  suit  in  forma  pauperis;  he  may 
immediately  on  the  bill  being  filed  and  without  entering  an  appearance,  present  a  peti- 
tion  to  the  Master  of  Rolls  for  an  order  so  to  defend,  supported  by  a  similar  affidavit  to 
that  above  mentioned;  neither  court  fees  nor  fees  to  counsel  will  then  be  payable. 

If,  however,  he  become,  through  the  suit,  entitled  to  any  considerable  amount  of 
property,  an  order  will  be  made  for  dispaupering  him  ;  and  he  will  then  have  to  pav 
the  subsequent  fees  out  of  the  property  he  becomes  posessed  of.  It  will  thus  be  seen 

that  by  the  just  and  equitable  laws  of  Great  Britain,  no  poor  person  need  ever  submit  to 
a  wrong  or  injury  by  a  rich  one. 

Persons  thinking  there  is  money  or  property  in  Chancery  to  which  they,  or  their 
families,  are  entitled,  and  finding  a  name  in  the  “  English  Estates  and  American 
Claimants  to  which  they  may  be  related,  should  procure  a  copy  of  the  advertisement 
relating  to  the  name  (fee  50  cents)  which  will  give  full  information,  enabling  them  to 
form  an  opinion  as  to  whether  they  are  relatives  or  entitled.  They  may  then  (if  too  poor 
o  emp  oy  a  so  ichor)  apply  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  recover  the  money  or 
property  free  of  any  charges  or  fees  whatever  (unless  successful). 

“  FNrTfUl1  authentlc  c°Py  of  the  original  advertisement  relating  to  any  name  in 

lod^  f  mEKArND  TRICAN  Claimants”  Sivin£  a11  information  necessary  to 
odge  a  claim  will  be  forwarded  on  receipt  of  50  cents. 

Address  all  communications  or  apply  to 

HALE  HUNTER  Attorney-at-Law, 

U.  s.  Claim  and  Pension  Attorney,  also  Foreign  Claim  Attorney, 
Wicker  Block,  North  Main  Street,  Urbana,  O.,  U.  S.  A. 


ADVERTISEMENTS 


The  following  are  specimens  of  advertisements  showing  the  valuable 
nature  of  the  names  in  “English  Estates  and  American  Claimants:  ” 


THE  relatives  and  next-of-kin  of  Robert  Farthing,  late  of  Kings  Lynn,  in  the 
county  of  Norfolk,  Master  Mariner  and  Ship  Owner,  deceased,  and  of  Robert 
Castle,  late  of  Kingston-Upon-Hull,  Gentleman,  and  Jane,  his  wife,  both  deceased,  will 
hear  of  something  to  their  advantage  on  application  to  Mr.  Ralph  Ellis,  Attorney,  Cur-* 
sitor  street.  London ;  or  to  Robert  Galloud,  solicitor,  Kingston-Upon-Hull. — London 
Gazette ,  October  26,  1805. 


(bnr  REWARD  will  be  paid  to  the  first  person  giving  information  of  the  whereabouts 
cp/jO  of  James  H.  O’Neill,  formerly  of  Oswego,  New  York;  enlisted  in  the  Navy  at 
Brooklyn,  served  on  board  the  “  Wincoski ;  ”  was  discharged  at  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  February  8,  1868.  O’Neill  will  be  greatly  benefitted  by  addressing  Charles  H. 
Burton,  Detroit,  Mich. — New  York  Herald ,  February  28,  1879. 


IMPORTANT. — Heirs  Wanted. — ^25,000 — To  all  Dean  Families. — Wanted  the  relatives 
of  Betty  Dean,  who  married  Geo.  Frederick  Roller  or  Keylor,  a  German,  at  Wool¬ 
wich. — London  Gazette. 

IF  Mrs.  Thomas  Ode y,  who  kept  the  Bull  Inn  at  Reigate,  will  write  to  Mr.  James 
Odey,  126  Hartford  Road,  De  Beauvoir  Town,  N.,  London,  she  will  hear  something  to 
her  advantage. — Daily  Chronicle,  June  4,1879. 

SANDERSON  FAMILY. — Information  is  required  in  reference  to  George  Sander¬ 
son,  and  John  Sanderson,  two  sons  of  John  Sanderson,  formerly  of  Manchester, 
shoemaker,  deceased,  John  Sanderson,  (the  son),  if  living,  is  now  aged  about  62  years; 
by  his  wife  Sarah  ne  had  a  daughter  named  Mary  Sanderson,  who  was  baptized  at  the 
Cathedral,  Manchester,  on  the  15th  of  March.  1835,  and  at  that  time  he  was  a  spinner  by 
trade.  Communications  to  be  addressed  to  Benjamin  Bagshawe,  Jr.,  solicitor,  3  High 
street,  Sheffield. — Manchester  Examiner. 


HEIRS  WANTED— Of  John  Guthrie,  Cadiz,  Spain,  who  died  in  1752,  and  Mary, 
his  widow.  They  had  two  daughters,  Mrs.  Janet  Smith,  and  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Gil¬ 
christ  Leichgory,  resident  in  London  about  1812 — Apply  to  Thomas  Ireland,  71  Clerk 
street,  Edinburgh. — Daily  Scotsman,  November  16,  1878. 

JAMES  MURPHY — Any  relatives  of  James  Murphy,  cotton  spinner,  Blantyre  Works, 
who  died  about  1858,  communicating  with  the  subscriber,  will  learn  something  to 
their  advantage. — J.  M.  N.,  Blantyre  Weaving  Factory. —  Glasgow  Weekly  Mail,  March 
9>  1878. 

JAMES  MCDONALD,  who  was  tutor  to  the  family  of  Sir  H.  S.  Stewart,  Touch  House 
near  Sterling,  about  1826,  or  if  dead,  his  relations,  may  apply  on  important  money 
case,  to  Thomas  Ireland,  71  Clerk  street,  Edinburgh. — Scotsman ,  August  29,  1885. 

KEAN.— /3, 000.— Relations  wanted  of  William  Kean  or  Keen,  who  was  in  Wales 
about  1820,  of  Irish  parents,  and  who  emigrated  to  America.  Apply  to - . 

Manchester  Examiner. 


NOTICE. 


Pay  Office ,  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature , 

Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  March  12 ,  1890. 

The  Supreme  Court  Funds  Rules  of  1886  (Rule  101 )  provide  that  on  or 
before  the  1st  day  of  March  in  every  third  year  the  Paymaster  shall  prepare,  in 
such  form  and  with  such  particulars  as  the  Treasury  may  from  time  to  time 
direct,  a  list  or  statement  of  the  accounts  in  the  books  of  the  Pay  Office  to  the 
credit  of  which  there  stood  on  the  1st  day  of  September  then  next  preceding- 
any  funds  not  less  than  ^50,  which  have  not  been  dealt  with  otherwise  than  by 
the  continuous  investment  or  placing  on  deposit  of  dividends,  during  the  fifteen 
years  immediately  preceding  the  last-mentioned  date.  The  said  list  or  state¬ 
ment  shall  be  filed  in  the  Central  Office,  and  a  copy  thereof  shall  be  inserted 
in  the  London  Gazette  and  exhibited  in  the  several  offices  of  the  Court. 

In  order  to  remove  misconception,  which  appears  to  exist  as  to  the  mag¬ 
nitude  of  the  funds  represented  by  this  list,  it  may  be  stated  that  of  the  bal¬ 
ances  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  accounts  one-half  do  not  exceed  ^150,  and 
only  one-seventeenth  exceed  ,£1,000. 

Attention  is  also  directed  to  the  following  particulars  with  respect  to  the 
mode  of  procedure  by  which  any  action  is  to  be  taken,  or  any  information 
obtained,  relating  to  these  funds: 

(1.)  The  only  authorized  list  of  such  funds  is  that  included  in  the  present 
edition  of  “  English  Estates  and  American  Claimants/’  revised  to  March,  1890. 
Further  information  may  be  had  from  Hale  Hunter,  Urbana,  Ohio,  regarding 
these  estates  —  dates  ot  placing  in  Chancery,  date  of  last  transaction,  etc. 

(2.)  The  Assistant  Paymaster- General  is  precluded  from  giving  any  in¬ 
formation  respecting  any  funds  in  Court  mentioned  in  the  following  list,  except 
upon  a  request  signed  by  the  person  applying  for  such  information,  and,  if 
made  by  any  person  other  than  a  Solicitor,  “such  information  shall  not  be 
given  unless  the  applicant  is  able  to  satisfy  the  Paymaster  that  the  request  is 
such  as  may,  in  the  particular  case,  be  properly  complied  with.  ’  ’  [  Supreme 

Court  (Funds)  Rules,  No.  101.] 

(3.)  In  the  case  of  a  request  made  by  a  Solicitor,  such  information  shall 
not  be  given  unless  the  request  states  the  name  of  the  person  on  whose  behalf 
it  is  made,  and  that  such  person  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  applicant,  beneficially 
interested  in  such  funds. 

(4.)  An  application  with  respect  to  Funds  must  quote  the  correct  title  of 
the  matter  or  suit  to  which  such  Funds  are  placed  ;  without  this  information  it 
is  not  possible,  in  most  cases,  to  trace  the  account  referred  to. 

(5.)  A  request  lor  information  can  only  be  complied  with  ( to  the  extent 
shown  in  paragraph  8 )  upon  its  being  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Paymaster  that  the  applicant  has  or  might  have  some  beneficial  interest ;  but  it 
is  misleading  to  assume  that  the  mere  coincidence  of  the  surname  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  owner  of  property  with  the  surname  of  one  of  the  parties  to  a  suit  is  suf¬ 
ficient  evidence  of  a  genuine  ground  of  claim  ;  nor  is  it  within  the  functions  of 
the  Pay  Office  to  investigate  any  claims  founded  on  such  an  assumption.  No 
wills,  probates  or  letters  of  administration  are  kept  at  the  Pay  Office. 

(6.)  Each  request  must  be  stamped  with  a  2s.  6 d.  adhesive  Judicature 
stamp,  as  provided  by  the  order  as  to  Supreme  Court  Fees,  1884,  Rule  107. 
Stamps  can  be  obtained  at  rooms  6  and  419  of  the  Royal  Courts  of  Justice  ; 
at  the  District  Registries  of  the  High  Court,  and  at  certain  Stamp  and  Post- 
offices. 
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(7.)  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  Funds  in  Court  can  only  be  dealt  with 
under  the  direction  of  an  Order  of  Court.  If  a  Fund  can  not  be  dealt  with 
either  by  the  Order  quoted  in  the  Return,  or  any  other  existing-  Order,  appli¬ 
cation  to  the  Court  lor  a  further  Order  will  be  necessary,  in  accordance  wilh 
the  customary  form  of  legal  procedure. 

(8.)  The  only  information  which,  subject  to  the  conditions  herein  men¬ 
tioned,  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Assistant  Paymaster-General  to  furnish,  is— 

{a)  The  amount  of  the  Fund  in  Court, 

(b)  The  date  ot  an  Order  of  Court  affecting  the  account  (if  any). 

(9.)  Of  the  Orders,  affidavits,  certificates  and  reports  referred  to  in  this 
List,  copies  of  those  prior  to  1870  are  kept  at  the  Public  Record  Office,  Fetter 
Lane,  London,  E.  C.  Those  dated  after  January  1,  1870,  are  kept  at  the 
Filing  Department  of  the  Central  Office,  Room  81,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice. 

They  can  be  inspected  during  official  hours,  or  copies  obtained  on  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  prescribed  fees. 

(10.)  It  is  provided  by  Rule  14  of  the  Chancery  Funds  (Amended) 
Orders,  1874,  that— 

(a)  When  a  cause  or  matter  has  been  inserted  in  the  following  list,  “the 
fact  should  be  stated  in  every  petition  or  summons  affecting  any 
money  or  securities  to  the  credit  of  such  cause  or  matter and  that 

C 0 )  In  cases  in  which  the  money  or  securities  affected  by  such  petition  shall 
together  amount  to,  or  exceed  in  vaiue,  £ 500 ,  a  copy  of  such  petition 
and  notice  of  all  proceedings  in  Court  or  at  Chambers  shall  (  unless 
the  Court  otherwise  directs )  be  served  on  the  Official  Solicitor  of  the 
Court,  who  shall  be  at  liberty  to  appear  and  attend  thereon. 

(11.)  The  Paymaster  can  not  undertake  to  reply  to  applications  unless  the 
foregoing  instructions  are  strictly  complied  with. 

All  official  letters  should  be  addressed  to 

The  Assistant  Paymaster  General, 

Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  W,  C. 


Laws  Limiting  Actions  in  the  English  Courts 


placed  in  the  back  of  this  book  for  the  benefit  of 
attorneys,  and  especially  those  who  are  prosecuting' 
claims  in  ENGLISH  COURTS. 

English  Chancery  Estates, 

Funds  in  Bank  of  England, 

and  Prize  Money, 

Are  conceded  to  be  Trust  Funds,  and  not  outlawed  by  lapse  of  time. 

Address  all  communications  to 

HALE  HUNTER, 

U.  S.  and  Foreign  Claim  and  Pension  Attorney,  Wicker  Block,  North  Main 
btreet,  Urbana,  Ohio,  U.S.A. 


ENGLISH  ESTATES  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMANTS. 
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Abbott,  see  Griffiths  v.  Abbott 
Abel,  see  John  Fearn 
Aberdare  Railway  Company,  see  Powell 
Duffryn  Steam  Coal  Company 
Abergwilli  Estates,  see  Price  v.  Price 
Aberystwith,  see  Swansea  and  Aberyst- 
with  Junction  Railway  Company. 
Abingdon,  Earl  of,  see  Bertie  v.  Earl  of 
Abingdon. 

Abraham,  Sarah,  see  Skelhorn  v.  Pearson 
Abraham,  see  Rice  v.  Abraham 
Aciand,  see  Combe  v.  Acland 
Acton,  see  Garnett  v.  Acton 
Adam,  see  Fereday  v.  Adam 
Adams  v.  Cole 

Adams  v.  Waller,  1864,  A.,  No.  59 
Adams  v.  Pinnell 
Adams  v.  Massey 
Adams,  see  Aubrey  v.  Hoper 
Adams,  see  Gwynne  v.  Adams 
Adams,  see  Moore,  George 
Adams,  see  Pearse  v.  Adams 
Adams,  see  Rowley  v.  Adams 
Adams,  Ann,  see  Midland  Railway  Com¬ 
pany 

Adams,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Adams,  so  far  as 
regards  the  one -eleventh  share  of 
William  Moore,  in  the  sum  of  ^800, 
per  cent.  Reduced  Annuities, 
thereby  bequeathed  in  favour  of  the 
testator’s  grand-children,  except  the 
children  of  his  son  Peter  Adams 
Adams,  Samuel,  see  London  and  Black- 
wall  Railway  Company 
Adams,  Susannah,  see  Worrall  v.  Guest. 
Adams,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  Thomas  Adams,  deceased,  Adams  v. 
Litchfield,  the  account  of  Thomas 
Adams 

Adams,  William  Bridges,  see  London  and 
Blackwall  Railway  Company 
Addams,  see  Nelmes  v.  Evans 
Adderley,  see  Newdegate  v.  Adderley 
Addington,  see  Allen  v.  Addington 
Addington,  see  Clark  v.  Addington 
Adean  v.  Duke  of  Chandos 


Admiral,  ex  parte  the  Commissioners  for 
executing  the  office  of  Lord  High 
Admiral  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
Adney,  see  Carter  v.  Taggart 
Adolphus  v.  Adolphus 
Aguilar  v.  Lousada,  the  account  of  the  fund 
under  the  will  of  Sarah  Lopes  Terres 
Ainsworth,  Nicholas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Nicholas  Ainsworth, 
Esq. ,  for  his  heir-at-law  on  the  part  of 
his  mother 
Airey  v.  Hearne 
Aislabie,  see  Rudd  v.  Aislabie 
Aitken,  David,  see  William  Gibson 
Aked,  see  Milnes  v.  Aked 
Albert,  Charlotte  Elizabeth,  see  Lopes, 
Sir  Manasseh  Masseh 
Albert,  Hugh  C.,  see  re  Pereira 
Albion  Trading  Company  Limited,  see 
Companies  Acts 

Alcock,  John,  see  Jackson  v.  Naden 
Alder,  Mary,  Widow,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of,  so  far  as  the  same 
relates  to  the  life  interest  in  the  resid¬ 
uary,  real,  and  personal  estate  thereby 
devised  and  bequeathed,  given  to  Daniel 
Alder,  late  a  bankrupt,  and  deceased 
Alderson,  v.  Bolem 
Alderson,  see  Lloyd  v.  Branton 
Aldis,  see  Smee  v.  Aldis 
Aldridge,  see  Weldon  v.  Aldridge 
Alexander,  see  Gillespie  v.  Alexander 
Alexander,  see  Dixon  v.  Alexander 
Alexander,  see  William  Willis 
Alexander  v.  McCullock,  the  account  of 
the  plaintiffs,  William  Alexander  the 
younger,  Bethia  Alexander,  Mary  Anne 
Alexander,  Christiana  Alexander,  Jane 
Alexander,  Robert  Alexander,  Isabel 
Alexander,  and  Joanna  Alexander  (in 
the  bill  called  John  Alexander),  or  their 
representatives 

Alexander  v.  McCullock,  the  account  of 
the  plaintiffs,  William  Gray,  John  Gray, 
James  Gray,  and  Isabel  Gray,  or  their 
representatives 
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Alexander,  Joshua,  see  West  End  of  Lon¬ 
don  and  Crystal  Palace  Railway  Com¬ 
pany 

Alford  and  Mablethorpe  Railway,  ex  parte 
the  undertaking  intended  to  be  author¬ 
ized  by  *  the  Alford  and  Mablethorpe 
Railway  Bill 

All  Saints’,  Poplar,  ex  parte  the  trustees 
of  the  parish  of  All  Saints,  Poplar,  in 
the  county  of  Middlesex,  and  William 
Jeves,  John  Robertson,  John  Coombes, 
John  HolliA,  and  John  Fuller,  the 
account  of  the  devisees  in  trust  under 
the  will  of  Mary  Ann  Taylor,  deceased, 
subject  to  duty 

Allan,  James,  see  Bourne  v.  Hartley 
Allaire,  see  Bourdillon  v.  Allaire 
Allen  v.  Liveing 
Allen  v.  Fenton 

Allen  v.  Callow,  the  defendant,  Mary 
Callow’s  account 
Allen  v.  Addington 
Allen,  see  Conell  v.  Allen 
Allen,  see  Boulter  v.  Allen 
Allen,  see  Milne  v.  Allen 
Allen,  see  re  Nicholett 
Allen,  see  Seney  v.  Allen 
Allen,  see  Williams  v.  Allen 
Allen,  John,  see  West  Cornwall  Railway 
Company 

Allen,  Joshua  Jullien,  see  Tarbuck  v.  Tar- 
buck 

Allen,  Joshua  jullien,  see  Tarbuck  v. 
Greenall 

Allen,  Leonora,  see  Thomas  Reynolds 
Alley,  Ann,  see  Dering  v.  Bentham 
Allgood,  see  Blackett  v.  Stoddart 
Allin,  see  Rowe  v.  Gill 
Allison,  see  Simpson  v.  Allison 
Allison  v.  Watson,  1866,  A.,  120,  account 
of  the  persons  beneficially  interested  in 
the  hereditaments  devised  by  the  will  of 
John  Watson 

Allison,  Joseph,  v.  Allison,  Robert 
Alman,  Esther  and  Henel,  see  Fryer  v. 
Parnell 

Alsager,  see  Ward  v.  Alsager 
Alsop  v.  Wood,  Thomas  Bowley,  the 
younger 

Alvanley,  Baron  v.  Baron  Kinnaird,  the 
account  of  the  debentures  numbered 
202  and  206 

Alvanley,  Baron  v.  Baron  Kinnaird,  the 
produce  of  sales  of  lots  one,  three,  four, 
seven,  and  eight 

Alvanley,  Baron  v.  Baron  Kinnaird 
Amhurst  v.  Roberts 


Amhurst,  see  Packer  v.  Amhurst 
Amson  v.  Harris,  the  separate  account  of 
Maria  Smallwood,  out  of  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  the  Wife  of  John  Smallwood 
Ancona  v.  Robinson. 

Anderson,  see  Wroughton  v.  Wroughton 
Anderson,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Ann  Anderson,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
Sarah  Anderson  Booty 
Anderson,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Ann  Anderson,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
Louisa  Abbott  Booty 

Anderson,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Elizabeth  Anderson, 
widow,  deceased,  the  share  of  Elizabeth 
Julia  Seeman  in  the  funds  set  apart  to 
answer  the  annuity  of  ^10  bequeathed 
to  Elizabeth  Bartlett,  afterwards  Eliza¬ 
beth  Muckett,  deceased 
Anderson,  Hannah  and  William,  see  Rose 
v.  Rose 

Andrew  v.  Pitman,  1872,  A.,  94,  proceeds 
of  sale  of  minerals 

Andrews  v.  Newdigate,  the  personal  estate 
Andrews,  see  Harrison  v.  Andrews 
Angerstein  v.  Martin,  and  Angerstein  v. 
Martin 

Anglo  Danubian  Steam  Navigation  and 
Colliery  Company  Limited  v.  Rogerson 
and  others,  1863,  A.,  91 
Ann,  servant  to  Captain  J.  M.  Rebeiro, 
see  Mathew  v.  Brown 
Annesley,  see  Tooker  v.  Annesley 
Annesley,  see  Fenwick  v.  Annesley. 
Annett,  see  Nicholson  v.  Annett 
Ansell,  James,  see  Clearing  Committee 
Anson  v.  Towgood,  and  Anson  v.  Ingram 
Anson  v.  Towgood,  the  creditor’s  fund 
Anson,  Viscount,  ex  parte  the  purchasers 
of  part  of  the  settled  estates  of  Thomas 
William,  Viscount  Anson 
Anstey,  see  Luders  v.  Anstey 
Anstice,  John  and  Mary,  see  William 
Selby 

Anstruther  v.  Anstruther,  and  Anstruther 
v.  Cockerell 

Anthony,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Mary  Anthony,  deceased, 
the  account  of  Thomas  Impleton 
Anthony,  Elizabeth,  see  Meredith  v. 
Vick 

Antigua,  Presbyterian  Kirk,  see  West¬ 
brook  v.  McKie 
Appleby  v.  Jenkins 
Applegath  v.  Pelly 
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Appleyard,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trust  of  the  will  of  Mary  Appleyard, 
deceased,  the  account  of  Mary  Alice 
Barlow,  and  her  incumbrancers,  subject 
to  duty 

Appleyard,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Mary  Appleyard, 
deceased,  the  account  of  Richard  Row- 
latt  and  his  incumbrancers,  subject  to 
duty 

Apps,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  surplus  purchase  moneys  arising  from 
the  sale  of  the  hereditaments  conveyed 
by  a  certain  indenture  of  mortgage  dated 
the  7th  day  of  May,  1866,  and  made 
between  Richard  Apps  and  John 
Cooper,  subject  to  duty 
Arbour,  see  Wood  v.  Bennett 
Archer,  Edward  Peter,  see  John  Gurdon 
Archer,  Mary,  see  Nicholetts  v.  Ewens 
Arden,  see  Carter  v.  Arden 
Ardren,  Priscilla,  see  Longville  v.  Brooks 
Argles,  Charles,  in  the  matter  of  Charles 
Argles,  a  Solicitor  Security  for  Costs 
account,  ex  parte  Philip  Bauer 
Argles,  Charles,  in  the  matter  of  Charles 
Argles,  a  Solicitor  of  this  Court, 
Security  for  Costs  account  ex  parte 
Philidius 

“Argonaut,”  His  Majesty’s  Ship,  see 
Heyden  v.  Owen 

Arkinstall,  see  Raggett  v.  Arkinstall 
Armitage  v.  Armitage,  1870,  A.,  107 
Armytage,  Tom,  see  Hurst  v.  Green 
Arnold,  see  Blaney  v.  Arnold 
Arnold,  Esther,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Esther  Arnold,  deceased 
Arthy  v.  Wilson,  1869,  A.,  17 
Arun,  see  Wey  and  Arun  Junction  Canal 
Arundell  v.  McTaggart,  the  account  of 
the  appointed  moiety 
Ascough  v.  Feather,  1854,  G.,  54 
Ash,  see  Haynes  v.  Ash 
Ash,  see  Leman  v.  Ash 
Ash’s  estate,  Stroud  v.  Ash 
Ashburnham  v.  Ashburnham,  the  annuity 
account  of  Mary  Holmes,  Widow 
Ashburnham  v.  Ashburnham 
Ashby,  see  Morgan  v.  Ashby 
Ashford,  Millicent,  an  infant 
Ashley,  Anne,  and  Elizabeth,  see  ex  parte 
the  West  End  of  London,  &c.,  Railway 
Company 

Ashley,  Robert  Henry,  see  ex  parte  the 
West  End  of  London,  &c.,  Railway 
Company 

Ashton  v.  Mompesson 


Ashton  v.  Cheetham,  the  account  of  John 
Ashton  the  elder,  deceased,  and  his 
legal  personal  representative 
Ashton  v.  Cheetham,  the  account  of  John 
Murray  Ashton  the  younger,  and  infant 
Ashton,  see  Manley  v.  Ashton 
Ashton,  see  Stockport  and  Woodley  Rail¬ 
way 

Astbury,  see  Lechmere  v.  Stubbs  . 

Astley  v.  Mawdesley 
Aston,  see  Keen  v.  Aston 
Atherstone  v.  Gray,  the  account  of  the 
funds  comprised  in  Lucy  Watmuff’s 
marriage  settlement 
Atkinson  v.  Grey 

Atkinson  v.  Parker,  Atkinson  v.  Attorney- 
General,  Brennan  v.  Brennan,  Holder 
v.  Holder,  the  account  of  George  Ford 
and  Harriet  Ann  Bineham,  deceased 
Atkinson,  see  Johnson  v.  Atkinson 
Atkinson,  see  Goren  v.  Atkinson 
Atkinson,  Elizabeth,  Ellen,  and  William, 
see  Philip  Zachariah  Cox 
Atterbury,  Francis,  see  London  and 
North-Western  Railway  Company 
Attorney- General  v.  Bailey 
Attorney-General  v.  Bean 
Attorney-General  v.  Beard 
Attorney-General  v.  Carent 
Attorney-General  v.  Duke  of  Chandos 
Attorney-General  v.  The  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  the  Cathedral  Church  of 
Christ  in  Oxford,  the  repair  fund  account 
Attorney-General  v.  Cotterell 
Attorney-General  v.  Fletcher,  Attorney- 
General  v.  Lansberry,  and  Attorney- 
General  v.  Parry,  the  annuitant  Harriet 
Lansberry’s  account 

Attorney- General  v.  Fletcher,  Attorney- 
General  v.  Lansberry,  and  Attorney- 
General  v.  Parry,  the  account  of  the 
legal  personal  representative  of  Charles 
Fletcher  Parry,  deceased 
Attorney-General  v.  John  Hall  and  others 
Attorney-General  v.  Harper,  and  Attor¬ 
ney-General  v.  Nash 
Attorney-General  v.  Huddleston 
Attorney-General  v.  the  Mayor,  Aider- 
men,  and  Burgesses  of  the  borough  of 
Huntingdon 

Attorney-General  v.  Jortin,  Miss  Elizabeth 
Skirrow’s  Charity 
Attorney- General  v.  Newson 
Attorney-General  v.  Pleydell,  in  Master 
Lovibond’s  office 

Attorney-General  v.  SGOtt,  William,  and 
Nathan,  Firth’s  account 
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Attorney-General  v.  Solicitor-General 
Attorney-General  v.  Speed 
Attorney-General  at  the  relation  of  the 
reverend  Thomas  Lancaster  and  others 
v.  Smith  and  others 

Attorney-General  v.  Summers,  the  account 
of  the  infant  children  of  James  Miles 
Heighton  other  than  JAn  Bull  Heighton 
Attorney  General  v.  Wa^.ins 
Attorney-General  v.  Wigmore 
Attorney-General  v.  the  Chaplains  and 
poor  of  the  Hospital  of  William  Wyg- 
geston  at  Leicester,  in  the  county  of 
Leicester,  and  Attorney-General  v. 
Vaughan,  the  account  of  the  proceeds 
of  sale  of  lands  comprised  in  Fenton’s 
lease 

Attorney-General,  see  Atkinson  v.  Parker 
Attorney-General,  see  Eaton  v.  Attorney- 
General 

Attorney-General,  see  Powell  v.  Attorney- 
General  and  Reeve  v.  Attorney-General 
Attorney-General,  see  Selby  v.  Attorney- 
General 

Attorney-General,  see  South  Devon  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

Attorney-General,  see  Statter  v.  Jackson 
Attorney-Ceneral,  see  Webb  v.  Attorney- 
General 

Attorney-General,  see  Wharton  v.  Denton 
Aubrey  v.  Hoper,  the  costs  in  Adams  v. 
Hoper,  allotted  or  appointed  in  respect 
of  the  eighth  incumbrance 
Austin,  see  Brewin  v.  Austin 
Australia,  the  Official  Manager  of  the 
Royal  Bank  of  Australia  v.  Pryme,  the 
account  of  the  unsatisfied  legatees  and 
annuitants  of  the  testator  Richard 
Rayley 

Australia,  the  Official  Manager  of  the 
Royal  Bank  of  Australia  v.  Pryme 
Avison,  see  Denison  v.  Avison 
Ayers,  John,  see  McDermott  v.  Kealy 
Aylward,  Thomas,  see  Cromwell,  Samuel 
Thomas 

Baber,  Helen  S.,  see  Lord  v.  Colvin 
Babington,  see  Macbean  v.  Babington 
Back  v.  Kett,  the  account  of  the  estate  of 
the  testator  Thomas  Back 
Back,  Thomas,  see  Tomlin  v.  Hadfield 
Backhouse,  see  Pickering  v.  Backhouse 
Back-lane,  Wellington,  see  Bird  v.  Breese 
Bacon,  Edmund,  see  Sir  William  B.  Procter 
Badcock,  see  Gurden  v.  Badcock 
Baddeley,  see  Cooper  v.  Baddeley 
Bagster  v.  Hume,  the  creditors’  account 
Bailey  v.  Bailey,  1873,  B,,  335 


Bailey  v.  Hamond 
Bailey  v.  Maude 

Bailey,  see  Attorney-Generai  v.  Bailey 
Bailey,  see  Clarke  v.  Bailey 
Baillie,  Elizabeth,  see  Lewis  v.  Lewis 
Baillie,  Mary,  see  Wilkin,  William 
Bailey  v.  Lanfear,  the  outstanding  notes 
account 

Bain  v.  Thompson,  the  separate  account 
of  the  defendant  Elizabeth  Manners 
Bainbridge,  Isabella,  see  Storey  v.  Scott- 
ney 

Bainbridge,  see  Payne  v.  Bainbridge. 
Bainbrigge,  see  Whitmore  v.  Bainbrigge 
Baker,  Rebecca,  v.  William  Bakers  and 
others 

Baker  v.  Delaval 

Baker  v.  Loader,  1870,  B.,  293,  Thomas 
Loader’s  alleged  estate 
Baker  v.  Loader,  1870,  B.,  293,  the  ^500 
mortgage  account 

Baker  v.  Olding,  Baker  v.  Baker,  Baker 
v.  Baker,  and  Baker  v.  Olding,  the 
account  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
fixtures  at  Pullen-row,  Islington 
Baker  v.  Vinell 

Baker,  Caroline,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  Caroline  Baker,  deceased, 
Baker  v.  Lovecraft,  the  legacy  account 
of  Charles  Baker,  one  of  the  children  of 
Jane  Baker  by  her  husband  John  Baker, 
a  brother  of  Stephen  Baker,  the  deceased 
husband  of  Caroline  Baker,  deceased 
Baker,  Caroline,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  Caroline  Baker,  deceased, 
Baker  v.  Lovecraft,  the  legacy  account 
of  John  Baker,  one  of  the  children  of 
Jane  Baker  by  her  husband  John  Baker, 
a  brother  of  Stephen  Baker,  the  deceased 
husband  of  Caroline  Baker,  deceased 
Baker  v.  Hardley,  Baker  v.  Hardley,  and 
Baker  v.  Hardley  (3  causes) 

Baker,  see  Hawker  v.  Baker 

Baker,  see  Hudson  v.  Baker 

Baker,  see  Cruchley  v.  Burton 

Bakers,  William,  see  Rebecca  Baker  v. 

William  Bakers  and  others 
Balcarras,  Earl  of,  v.  Newton,  and  Earl 
of  Balcarras  v.  Newton 
Baldwin  v.  Taylor,  and  Spicer  v.  Taylor, 
the  contingent  account  of  the  children 
of  James  Baldwin,  deceased 
Balgowan,  George,  see  Milne  v.  Allen 
Ball  v.  Smith 

Ball,  Burges,  see  Long  v.  Steward 
Ball,  see  Currie  v.  Ball 
Ballard  v.  Milner 
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Ballard,  see  Roberts  v.  Ballard 
Ballantyne,  see  Sinclair  v.  Ballantyne 
Baltus,  see  Gliddon  v.  Baltus 
Bancks,  Henry,  see  White  v.  Barton 
Banfield  v.  Woollett 
Bangham,  see  Price  v.  Bangham 
Banks  v.  Denshire 

Banks  v.  Barnes,  1865,  B.,  313,  the 
account  of  John  Wright 
Banks  v.  Barnes,  1865,  B.,  313,  the 
account  of  Martha  Wright,  deceased 
Banks  v.  Barnes,  1865,  B.,  313,  the 
account  of  Olive  Wright,  deceased 
Barber,  see  Franks  v.  Barber 
Barber,  see  Holford  v.  Barber 
Barber,  see  Cockerell  v.  Barber 
Barber  v.  Tatham 

Barber,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Barber, 
deceased,  the  account  of  the  children  of 
Henry  James  Barber,  deceased 
Barber,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Barber,  deceased 
Barbor,  see  Perrott  v.  Barbor 
Bariff  v.  Footman,  the  defendant  Richard 
Ray,  deceased 

Baring,  see  Devaynes  v.  Nob 
Baring,  see  Petty  v.  Baring 
Barker  v.  Barker,  the  infant  children  of 
Peter  Henry  Barker 

Barker  v.  Barker,  rents  and  profits  of  the 
testator’s  real  estates 

Barker,  Lucy,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  settlement  made  by  Lucy  Barker, 
Spinster,  dated  the  19th  of  December, 
1828 

Barker,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  the  Reverend  Thomas 
Barker,  late  of  the  city  of  York,  Clerk 
Barker  v.  Peile 
Barker,  see  Boys  v.  Barker 
Barker,  see  Brocas  v.  Barker 
Barker,  see  Harbin  v.  Barker 
Barker,  see  Preston  v.  Barker 
Barker,  see  Petty  v.  Barker 
Barker,  see  Truss  v.  Barker 
Barker,  see  Truss  v.  Barker,  1863,  T.,  63 
Barker,  Joseph,  see  Simpson  v.  Allison 
Barlow,  Joseph,  absent  beyond  seas 
Barlow  v.  Hellear 
Barlow  v.  Wogan 
Barlow,  see  Nunn  v.  Barlow 
Barlow,  Mary  Alice,  see  in  re  Mary 
Appleyard 

Barnard,  Edward,  see  West 
Barnard,  George  see  Woodward  v. 
Boulton 


Barne,  see  Cann  v.  Barne 
Barnes  v.  Jennings,  1863,  B.,  235,  the 
account  of  Mary  Carlisle,  deceased 
Barnes,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  Richard  Barnes,  deceased, 
Watts,  v.  Barnes,  the  account  of  the 
personal  estate 
Barnes,  see  Banks  v.  Barnes 
Barnes,  see  Harris  v.  Barnes 
Barnes,  see  Gaselee  v.  Barnes 
Barnes,  see  John  Long 
Barnes,  see  Nanson  v.  Barnes 
Barnes,  (Mary),  Charity  at  Stoke,  near 
Clare,  see  ex  parte  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company 

Barnes,  William,  see  Dowding  v.  Bartley 
Barnett  v.  Tugwell,  the  account  of  Thomas 
Barnett,  or  his  legal  personal  represen¬ 
tative 

Barnstaple  and  Ilfracombe  Railway,  No.  2 
Bill,  ex  parte  the  undertaking  of  the 
Baron,  see  Farrimond  v.  Baron 
Barr,  Thomas,  see  Belcher,  Matthew 
Barrance,  see  Freme  v.  Brade 
Barrat  v.  Beaver,  B.,  1859-159,  the 

account  of  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  the 
testator’s  leasehold  estates 
Barrett  v.  Lock 
Barrett,  see  Barry  v.  Barrett 
Barrett,  see  Morris  v.  Barrett 
Barringer,  see  Salmon  v.  Osborn 
Barrington,  Viscount,  see  Sunderland 
Dock  Company 

Barrington,  Hon.  Augustus, see  Sunderland 
Dock  Company 

Barrow  v.  Newman,  the  account  of  the 
trustees  of  the  settlement,  dated  the 
24th  day  of  August,  1819 
Barrowcliff,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Thomas  Barrowcliff,  deceased, 
the  contingent  legacy  of  Hannah  Isher- 
wood,  wife  of  Richard  Isherwood 
Barrows,  Samuel  Howship,  see  Hawksley 
v.  Delafosse 

Barry,  see  Mangle  v.  Barry 
Barry  v.  Barrett,  and  Stanley  v.  Smith, 
the  account  of  the  personal  representa¬ 
tives  of  Richard  Smith  Barry,  deceased, 
a  child  of  Dorothy  Smith  Barry 
Barry  v.  Lord  Dacre 
Barry  v.  Woodham 

Barry,  Richard,  a  person  of  unsound  mind 
Bartholomew,  see  Lake  v.  Bartholomew 
Bartholomew,  Henry,  see  Terrell  v. 
Mathews  , 

Bartholomew,  Robert  Henry,  see  Philip 
Zachariah  Cox 
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Bartholomew  William,  see  Terrell  v. 
Mathews 

Bartlett  v.  Patten  and  Patten  v.  Bartlett 
Bartlett,  Elizabeth,  see  Elizabeth  Anderson 
Bartlett,  Rebecca,  see  Rowses’  trusts 
Bartley  v.  Rice,  the  real  estate 
Bartley,  see  Dowding  v.  Bartley 
Barton,  Lords  of  the  Manor  of,  see  Copy- 
hold  Commissioners 
Barton,  see  Lawson  v.  Barton 
Barton,  see  Owen  v.  Barton 
Barton,  Alice,  see  White  v.  Barton 
Bartram,  Robert  William,  see  Stone,  Ben¬ 
jamin 

Basan  v.  Brandon  and  Basan  v.  Brandon, 
the  account  of  the  Mulatta  Betsy 
Basden,  see  Finley,  v.  Basden 
Baseley,  see  Billingham  v.  Baseley 
Basford,  see  Cork  v.  Basford 
Basnett,  see  Butter  v.  Basnett 
Bassett  v.  Leach 
Bassett  v.  Clapham 

Bateman  v.  Cooke,  the  account  of  Edward 
Smith  Birch,  a  felon 

Bateman  v.  Cooke,  the  account  of  James 
Hailes  the  younger 

Bateman  v.  Cooke,  the  account  of  Eliza¬ 
beth  Hailes,  afterwards  Elizabeth 
Edwards 

Bateman,  see  Cocks  v.  Bateman 
Bates,  see  Deare  v.  Bates 
Bates,  Harriot,  see  Sibery,  Edward 
Bath,  see  Phippen  v.  Bath 
Bathgate,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  a  certain  deed  poll  or  marriage 
bond  dated  the  18th  day  of  August, 
1820,  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  James 
Bathgate.  The  share  of  Mary  Bathgate, 
Spinster 

Batten  v.'Parfitt 
Battley,  see  Hocken  v.  Battley 
Bauer,  Philip,  see  Charles  Argles 
Bawn,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  the 
will  of  John  Bawn,  the  account  of  Char¬ 
lotte  Bawn,  Spinster,  of  unsound  mind, 
not  so  found  by  inquisition 
Baxter  v,  Wales,  the  account  of  the  plain¬ 
tiff,  John  Baxter,  and  his  incumbran¬ 
cers 

Baxter,  Elizabeth,  and  Thomas  Porter, 
see  Sandford  v.  Wright 
Bayes,  Elizabeth,  deceased,  in  the  matter 
of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of,  the  legacy  of 
Sarah  Ann  Smith 

Bayfield,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
under  an  indenture  of  mortgage  dated 
the  20th  day  of  August,  1839,  and  made 


by  John  Bayfield,  late  of  Cromer,  in  the 
county  of  Norfolk,  Tailor,  deceased,  to 
George  Wilkinson,  of  North  Walsham, 
in  the  said  county,  Gentlemen,  the 
account  of  George  Howard  Bayfield,  or 
his  representative 
Bayley,  Jane,  see  Miller  v.  Smith 
Bayley,  see  Wall  v.  Bayley 
Baylies,  see  Jackson  v.  Baylies 
Bayliffe,  see  Crook  v.  Bayliffe 
Baylis,  see  Mackett  v.  Baylis 
Bayly,  see  Bowden  v.  Bayly 
Bayne,  John,  see  Trimmer  v.  Bayne 
Bayning  v.  Bayning  and  Bayning  v. 
Bayning 

Bazeley,  James,  see  Gibbons  v.  Eyden 
Beach,  Elizabeth,  see  George  Ive  Corner 
Beakley,  see  Gillott  v.  Beakley 
Beal,  Robert,  see  London  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company 
Beaman  v.  Dod,  the  account  of  the 
defendant  James  Grice 
Beames  v.  Moore  and  Moore  v.  Beames* 
the  account  of  Herefordshire  estate 
timber  money 

Bean,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Bean 
Bear,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  the  will 
of  William  Bear,  the  account  of  Charles 
Bear’s  legacy 

Beard,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Beard 
Beardsley,  Richard,  son  of  Betty  Beards¬ 
ley,  deceased,  see  John  Frost,  deceasedi 
Beare,  see  Newen  v.  Beare 
Beasley,  William,  see  Courts  of  Justice 
Beaton,  see  Campbell  v.  Beaton 
Beauchamp,  Anne,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Anne  Beauchamp* 
the  legacy  of  one  hundred  pounds 
bequeathed  to  Philip  Beauchamp 
Beauchamp,  Anne,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Anne  Beauchamp, 
deceased,  the  legacy  of  one  hundred 
pounds  bequeathed  to  Mary  Beauchamp 
Beauclerk,  see  Perry  v.  Beauclerk 
Beaumont,  Diana,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Diana  Beaumont* 
Widow,  deceased  ;  the  share  of  Mary 
Catherine  Beaumont,  one  of  the  testat¬ 
rix’s  grand-children,  of  one  moiety  of 
the  ^50  bequeathed  to  her  daughter 
Diana  for  life 

Beaumont,  Francis,  in  the  matter  of  the 
•  trusts  of  the  share  of,  under  the  settle¬ 
ment  made  on  the  marriage  of  Henry 
Beaumont  and  Lucy  his  wife,  by  inden¬ 
ture,  dated  the  26th  day  of  December* 
1816 
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Beaumont,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  estate  of  Henry  Beaumont, 
deceased,  so  far  as  concerns  the  distri¬ 
butive  share  therein  of  the  children  or 
child  of  his  sister  Fanny  Russell 
Beaver,  see  Barrat  v.  Beaver 
Becke  v.  Gibson,  Thomas  Mawmeli’s 
account 

Becke  v.  Gibson,  the  Schoolmaster  of 
Heighington’s  account 
Beckett,  see  Smith  v.  Beckett 
Beckwith,  George  Wooler,  see  Brett  v. 

Beckwith 
Bedell  v.  Cranke 

Bedford,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  personal  estate  bequeathed  bv 
the  will  of  John  Bedford  In  favour  of 
John  Bedford  the  younger 
Bedford,  see  Wharton  v.  Denton 
Bedford,  William,  see  Lechmere  v.  Stubbs 
Beeby  v.  Perry 

Beechey,  see  Peck  v.  Beechey 
Beecraft,  William  Stanhope,  see  Bruce  v. 
McPherson 

Beevor,  Henry,  see  Harvey  v.  Beevor 
Belasyse  v.  Wombell,  the  general  account 
of  the  estate  of  the  testator,  Henry, 
Earl  Fauconberg 

Belcher,  Matthew,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  a  settlement,  dated  the  29th  of 
February,  1816,  made  between  Matthew 
Belcher  and  Elizabeth,  his  wife,  of  the 
first  part,  the  Reverend  Samuel  Wilson 
Warneford  of  the  second  part,  and 
William  Hall  and  Thomas  Barr  of  the 
third  part,  ,  the  separate  account  of 
Agnes,  the  wife  of  Henry  Jacquet, 
formerly  Agnes  Belcher,  or  her  incum¬ 
brancers,  subject  to  duty 
Belgrave,  see  Iliffe  v.  Belgrave 
Belgrave  v.  Massiah 
Belk,  see  Lake  v.  Belk 
Bell  v.  Bell,  1870,  B.,  31,  the  account  of 
the  shares,  to  which  the  defendant  John 
Park,  as  the  legal  personal  representa¬ 
tive  of  Richard  Park,  deceased,  is 
entitled,  during  the  life  of  Hannah 
Park,  with  remainder,  to  the  defendants 
Margaret  Bibby  Holmes,  John  Park  the 
younger,  Richard  Park,  Emma  Esther 
Park,  and  Elizabeth  Park  as  tenants  in 
common 

Bell  v.  Bell,  1870,  B.,  31,  the  account  of 
the  shares  to  which  the  defendant  John 
Park,  as  the  legal  personal  representa¬ 
tive  of  Richard  Park,  deceased,  is 
entitled,  during  the  life  of  Hannah 


Park,  with  remainder  as  to  part  thereof 
to  the  defendants  Richard  Taylor  and 
William  Taylor,  as  tenants  in  common 
Bell  v.  Blair,  1856,  B  ,  No.  188 
Bell  v.  Blair 
Bell  v.  Bishop 

Bell  v.  Hammond,  1869,  B.,  155 
Bell  v.  Longcroft 
Bell,  see  Biddles  v.  Jackson 
Bell,  see  Bowman  v.  Bell 
Bell,  see  Downing  v.  Bell 
Bell,  see  Lee  v.  Bell 
Bell,  see  Long  v.  Bell 
Bell,  see  Wallis  v.  Bell 
Bell,  Reverend  John,  see  Brandling  v. 
Plummer 

Bell,  Beaupre,  see  Downing  v.  Graves 
Bell,  Jane,  see  Hewitt,  v.  Lord  Dacre 
Bell,  John  Gillam,  v.  Bell 
Bell,  John  Richard,  see  Tarbuck  v. 
Greenall 

Bell,  Joseph  Copeland,  see  Kent  Coast 
Railway  ex  parte 

Bell,  Margaret,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  settlement  dated  the  22nd  day  of 
March,  1864,  and  made  by  Margaret 
Bell,  deceased 
Bellamy  v.  Brydges 
Bellamy  v.  Stephens 
Bellingham,  see  Harnage  v.  Bellingham 
Bellman,  see  Osborn  v.  Bellman 
Bellwood,  Ann,  and  Charles,  see  Thomas. 
Croft 

Benbow  v.  Pickard 

Bendy  v.  Firth 

Benet,  see  Mountain  v.  Parry 

Benfield,  Paul,  see  Walter  Boyd 

Benn  v.  Benn 

Bennett  v.  Powell,  Ryland  v.  Bennett, 
and  Powell  v.  Bennett 
Bennett  v.  Powell,  Ryland  v.  Bennett, 
and  Powell  v.  Bennett,  the  sequestra¬ 
tor’s  account  of  rents  and  profits 
Bennett  v.  Biddles,  and  Bennett  v.  Clarke, 
the  account  of  the  annuitants 
Bennett  v.  Bennett 
Bennett,  see  Farrar  v.  Bennett 
Bennett,  see  Macdonald  v.  Bennett 
Bennett,  see  Newman  v.  Bennett 
Bennett,  see  Wood  v.  Bennett 
Bennett,  Jane,  see  Jones  v.  Rosser 
Bennett,  John,  see  Price  v.  Price 
Bennett,  Lydia,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
declared  by  the  will  of  Lydia  Bennett, 
late  of  Crutched  Friars,  in  the  city  of 
London,  Spinster,  deceased,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  children  of  her  cousin. 
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William  Hollis,  formerly  of  Hucknall- 
under-Huthwaite,  in  the  county  of  Nott¬ 
ingham,  and  afterwards  of  Canada 
Bennett,  Sarah,  see  William  Laugharne 
Bensley,  see  Clift  v.  Crowfoot 
Bensley  v.  Bensley,  the  account  of  the 
trusts  created  by  the  indenture  of  the 
25th  November,  1854 
Benson  v.  Forrest,  1869,  B.,  180,  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  sale  of  the  testator’s  real  estate 
Bent  v.  Loaden,  the  Reverend  Charles 
Wallington’s  account 
Bent  v.  Loaden 

Bentham,  see  Dering  v.  Bentham 
Benton,  see  Eddes  v.  Benton 
Beresford,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  settlement  made  on  the  marriage  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Beresford,  both  deceased 
Berionde,  see  Betus  v.  Berionde 
Berks  and  Hants  Railway  Company,  the 
account  of  the  Berks  and  Hants  Rail¬ 
way  Act,  1845 
Berrrington  v.  Evans 

Berrington  v.  Evans,  the  account  of  Eli¬ 
zabeth  Watkins 
Berrow,  Widow,  v.  Morris 
Bertie  v.  Earl  of  Abingdon,  the  personal 
estate  of  Peregrine  Bertie,  deceased 
Berwick,  Lord,  see  Pemberton  v.  Lord 
Berwick 

Besborough,  Earl  of,  see  Sunderland  Dock 
Company 

Besley,  Reverend  John,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  indenture  of  settlement, 
dated  the  nth  day  of  November,  1829, 
and  made  on  the  marriage  of  the  Rever¬ 
end  John  Besley  and  Elizabeth  Marga¬ 
ret  Besley,  his  wife 

Beswick  v.  Hallam,  the  account  of  the 
debt  claimed  to  be  due  to  John  Daniel 
Burton 

Bethune,  Hugh,  see  London  Dock  Com¬ 
pany 

Bettesworth,  see  Denyer  v.  Bettesworth 
Bettison  v.  Rickards,  and  Bettison  v. 
Smith 

Bettiss,  see  Norton  v.  Bettiss 
Betus  v.  Berionde 
Bevan,  see  Broad  v.  Bevan 
Bevan,  see  Selby  v.  Attorney-General 
Bevill,  see  Jobson  v.  Bevill 
Bibby,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Bibby,  deceased 
Bebin  v.  Walker 

Bibwell,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Sarah  Bibwell,  deceased, 
the  legacy  and  share  of  residue  given 


and  bequeathed  to  John  Bibwell  by  the 
will  of  Sarah  Bibwell 
Bickley  v.  Brice,  and  Bfckley  v.  Oland 
Bickley  v.  Penny,  and  Wilkes  v.  Penny, 
the  account  of  the  defendant,  Thomas 
Penny 

Bicknell,  see  Harvest  v.  Bicknell 
Biddles  v.  Jackson,  Biddles  v.  Bell,  and 
Biddles  v.  Jackson,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  of  the  late  defendant,  Elizabeth 
Biddles  Bell,  subject  to  duty 
Biddles,  Frederick,  see  Ward  v.  Biddles 
Biddles,  see  Bennett  v.  Biddles 
Biddlecombe,  Alfred,  see  Wilson  v.  Fogg 
Biddulph  v.  Waller 

Biedermann  v.  Seymour,  the  account  of 
moneys  arising  from  the  testator’s  real 
estate 

Bigg,  see  Williams  v.  Bigg 
Biggar,  see  Reeves  v.  Biggar 
Biggs,  Elizabeth  Ann,  an  infant,  the 
savings  account 

Bignell,  see  Carpenter  v.  Bignell 
Billingham  v.  Baseley 
Bilton  v.  Harland 

Bineham,  Harriet  Ann,  see  Atkinson  v. 
Parker 

Bingham  v.  Woodgate 
Bingham,  see  Pardo  v.  Bingham 
Bingley,  see  Charlotte  Williams 
Binns  v.  Holroyd,  and  Binns  v.  Bould 
Birch,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  Birch’s 
settlement  for  the  benefit  of  George 
Thomas  Gray,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind,  a  son  of  Mary  Gray,  deceased 
Birch  v.  Birch 

Birch,  Edmund  John,  see  Keen  v.  Birch 
Birch,  Edward  Smith,  see  Bateman  v. 
Cooke 

Birch,  Mary  Ann,  see  Taylor  v.  Tabrum 
Bird,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  George  Bird,  the  moiety 
of  ascertained  residue  bequeathed  to  his 
brother  and  sisters  and  their  children 
Bird,  see  Maddison  v.  Bird  J 

Bird  v.  Bird 

Bird  v.  Breese,  ex  parte  the  Shre  sbury 
and  Birmingham  Railway  Company, 
one-fourth  part  of  the  share  of  Robert 
Elliott  Lamplough,  his  assignees  or 
incumbrancers  of  sale,  moneys  of  real 
estate  in  Back  Lane,  Wellington 
Birkenhead,  &c.,  Railway,  ex  parte  the 
Birkenhead,  Lancashire,  and  Cheshire 
Junction  Railway  Company,  the  account 
of  Maria  Pratchett,  Widow 
Birkett,  see  Green  v.  Birkett 
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Birmingham  Infirmary,  see  Henry  Gray 
Birmingham  and  Staffordshire  Tramways 
Bill,  ex  parte  the  undertaking  of  the 
Birmingham  and  Oxford  Junction  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
John  Fetherston,  John  Osborn,  and 
James  Bradbury,  being  the  Committee 
appointed  on  behalf  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  Harbury  Common 
Birmingham,  Wolverhampton,  and  Stour 
Valley  Railway  Act,  1847,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  Henry  Holland  Humph¬ 
ries,  his  brothers  and  sisters,  issue  of 
Mary  Ann  Holland,  living  at  her  decease 
Birmingham  and  Derby  Junction  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the 
Birmingham,  ex  parte  the  Mayor,  Aider- 
men,  and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of 
Birmingham,  the  account  of  William 
Richard  Whitmore,  the  Reverend  John 
Davies,  and  Edward  Tilsley  Moore 
Birnie,  see  Hammond  v.  Birnie 
Bishop’s  Hall,  Manor  of,  see  Copyhold 
Commissioners 

Bishop,  Jesseline  Elizabeth,  see  White, 
Sarah 

Bishop,  Mary,  see  Gregory  v.  Lockyer 
Bishop,  Walter  Bishop,  Henry  Bishop, 
Mary  Bishop,  and  Rose  Caroline  Bishop, 
infants 

Bishop  v.  Burton 
Bishop  v.  Mackie 
Bishop,  see  Bell  v.  Bishop 
Bishop,  see  Braban  v.  Bishop 
Bishop,  see  Friend  v.  Bishop  » 

Black  v.  Straphan 
Black,  see  Monnott  v.  Black 
Blackall,  see  Manning  v.  Blackall 
Blackburn,  in  the  matter  of  the  Blackburn 
and  Addingham  Road  Trust,  and  the 
legal  personal  representative  of  Richard 
Moon 

Blackburn,  in  the  matter  of  the  Blackburn 
and  Addingham  Road  Trust,  and  the 
assignees  of  Benjamin  Smith 
Blackburn,  &c. ,  Railway,  ex  parte  a  pro¬ 
jected  undertaking  for  authorizing  the 
Blackburn  Railway  Company  to  make 
and  maintain  extensions  of  their  rail¬ 
way,  and  for  regulating  the  capital  of 
the  Company,  and  for  other  purposes 
Blackburn  v.  Farmer,  and  Stone  v.  Black¬ 
burn 

Blackburn  v.  Farmer,  and  Stone  v.  Black¬ 
burn,  the  children  and  widow  of  the 
testator’s  brother,  Lewis  Moore,  their 
account 


Blackburn  v.  Horwood 
Blackburn,  see  Hobson  v.  Blackburn 
Blackburn,  see  Collis  v.  Blackburn 
Blackett  v.  Stoddart,  and  Allgood  v. 
Blackett 

Blackhall  v.  Manning 
Blackhall  v.  Manning,  and  Manning  v. 
Blackhall 

Blackley,  see  Carruthers  v.  Stockley 
Blacklock  v.  Harland 
Blackman,  see  Wood  v.  Blackman 
Blackman,  James,  see  Stone,  Benjamin 
Blackrod,  see  London  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company 

Blackshaw  v.  Rogers,  and  Snelson  v. 

Rogers,  in  Master  Ord’s  office 
Blackwell,  see  Bryan  v.  Wilson 
Blair,  see  Bell  v.  Blair 
Blake  v.  Lynch 

Blake,  Sir  Henry  Charles,  see  Dawson  v. 
Dawson 

Blake,  John,  see  Webb  v.  Attorney- 
General 

Blakelock  v.  Sharp,  the  mortgage  account 
Blakeney,  see  Duncan  v.  Blakeney 
Blakesley,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
declared  by  the  will  of  the  late  John 
Darloston  Blakesley,  Esq.,  concerning 
a  share  of  the  one-third  share  of  residue 
bequeathed  in  trust  for  the  family  of 
the  testator’s  brother  John 
Bland,  William  Russell,  the  estate  of 
William  Russell  Bland,  deceased,  and 
Clarke  v.  Bland 

Blaney  v.  Arnold,  the  legatee’s  account 
Bleaden  v.  Haynes,  and  Haynes  v. 
Bleaden,  the  plough,  furniture,  stock, 
and  effects  account 
Blencowe,  see  Smith  v.  Veasey 
Blight  v.  Hammonds,  the  executor’s 
account 

Bliss,  Ann  and  John,  see  Cole  v.  Lyde 
Blondel  v.  Preston,  the  contingent  legacy 
account  of  Penelope  Gertrude  Veysie, 
the  legatee 

Bloomer,  see  T,  jmas  v.  Bloomer 
Blore,  Elizabeth,  see  re  Potter 
Blower,  see  Lockhart  v.  Hardy 
Bloxam,  see  White  v.  Bloxam 
Bluck  v.  Bluck,  1 868,  B.,  328,  the  account 
of  the  infant  plaintiff 
Bludworth,  see  English  v.  Bludworth 
Bluett,  Buckland,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  the  Reverend  Buck- 
land  Bluett,  deceased 
Bluett  v.  Bluett,  the  account  of  the  lega¬ 
tees  in  Demerara 
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Bluett,  see  Rawlings  v.  Pearson 
Bluitt,  see  Fairburn  v.  Bluitt 
Blunt,  Samuel,  ex  parte  the  purchasers  of 
the  settled  estates  of  Samuel  Blunt,  Esq. 
Blunt,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Blunt,  late  of 
Whittlesey,  in  the  Isle  cf  Ely,  in  the 
county  of  Cambridge,  Miller  and 
Farmer,  deceased,  as  to  the  bequest  of 
two  hundred  and  fifty  pounds  to  James 
Blunt,  and  of  five  hundred  pounds  in 
favor  of  the  said  James  Blunt  and  his 
children,  the  account  of  Caroline  Blunt, 
one  of  the  children  of  the  said  James 
Blunt 

Blunt,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Blunt,  late  of 
Whittlesey,  in  the  Isle  of  Ely,  in  the 
county  of  Cambridge,  Miller  and  Far¬ 
mer,  deceased,  as  to  the  bequest  of  two 
hundred  and  fifty  pounds  to  James 
Blunt,  and  of  five  hundred  pounds  in 
favor  of  the  said  James  Blunt  and  his 
children,  the  account  of  Simon  Blunt, 
one  of  the  children  of  the  said  James 
Blunt 

Blunt’s  Hall,  Manor  of,  see  Copyhold 
Commissioners 

Boddy,  see  Pritchard  v.  Boddy 
Boden,  see  Sill  v.  Boden 
Bodens  v.  Dod 
Boehm,  see  Lewis  v.  Lloyd 
Boisselier  v.  Ridgway,  the  account  of 
Susan  Johnson,  an  infant 

Bolam,  see  Alderson  v.  Bolam 

Bolas  v.  Corbett 

Bolden,  see  Wilding  v.  Bolden 

Bolland,  see  Bozon  v.  Bolland 

Bolney  v.  Kealey 

Bolton  v.  Hopkins 

Bolton  v.  Bolton,  the  account  of  Samuel 
Bolton,  a  person  of  unsound  mind,  not 
found  so  by  inquisition 

Bolton,  Hamlet,  v.  Nehemiah  Bolton  and 
others,  the  account  of  the  personal 
estate  of  the  testatrix  Ellen  Bolton 
Bolton,  see  Tate  v.  Bolton 
Bolton,  John  Henry,  see  Lister.  Margaret 
Bolton,  Duke  of,  see  Williams  v.  Duke  of 
Bolton 

Bond,  see  Spode  v.  Smith 

Bond,  Ann,  Nelme  R.  and  William,  see 
Rogers  v.  Mills 

Bond,  Elizabeth,  see  ex  parte  the  Great 
Western  Railway  Company 
Bond  v.  Graham 


Bone  v.  Cooke,  the  account  of  the  next  of 
kin  of  Sarah  Goodyer,  deceased 
Bonington,  see  Palmer  v.  Bonington 
Bonnell,  Owen,  see  Dawkins  v.  Doveton 
Bonner,  ex  parte  the  purchasers  of  part  of 
the  devised  estates  of  Thomas  Bonner, 
deceased 

Bonner,  see  Pocklington  v.  Bonner 
Bonsey,  see  Haydon  v.  Bonsey. 

Booker  v.  Clarke 
Booth,  see  Greening 

Booth,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Booth,  late  Surgeon 
of  His  Majesty’s  ship  “Pompee,”  the 
account  of  the  three  several  legacies  of 
fifty  pounds  each  to  Hannah  Nicoll, 
Ann  Smith,  and  Elizabeth  Nicoll,  and 
interest  subject  to  legacy  duty 
Boothby  v.  Graves 

Boothroyd,  see  Liversedge  v.  Boothroyd 
Booty,  Louisa  Abbott,  see  Ann  Anderson 
Booty,  Sarah  Anderson,  see  Ann  Ander¬ 
son 

Bosenburg  v.  Burk 

Bosher,  John,  see  Parkhurst  v.  Saxton 
Boss,  see  Watson  v.  Boss 
Bostock,  see  Henry  Hemsley 
Boston,  see  Lingard  v.  Boston 
Botfield,  Beriah,  see  Watters  v.  Jones 
Bothomley  v.  Lord  Fairfax 
Botibol,  Moss  Hain,  see  Fryer  v.  Parnell 
Bott,  Thomas,  see  Wilson  v.  Bott 
Boucher,  see  Plant  v.  Boucher 
Boucher,  see  Haines  v.  Boucher 
Boughton  v.  Legg 

Boughton,  see  St.  John  v.  Boughton 
Bould  v.  Boyes,  1858,  B.,  99,  the  account 
of  Mary  Elizabeth  Evans,  an  infant 
Bould,  see  Bins  v.  Holroyd 
Boulter,  see  Waldron  v.  Boulter 
Boulter  v.  Viscountess  Dungarvan,  and 
Dixon  v.  Viscountess  Dungarvan 
Boulter  v.  Allen 

Boulton,  see  Woodward  v.  Boulton 
Boulton,  see  Nicholson  v.  Boulton 
Bourchier,  see  Jackson  v.  Baylies 
Bourda,  Joseph,  see  British  Guiana 
Bourdillon  v.  Allaire 
Bourgeois  v.  Lankshear 
Bourjot,  see  Prince  v.  Bourjot 
Bourn  North  Fen,  ex  parte  the  Bourn 
North  Fen  and  Dyke  Fen  Drainage 
Trustees 

Bourne  v.  Lord  Kilmorrey 
Bourne  v.  Hartley 

Bourne  v.  Hartley,  the  indemnity  account 
of  the  defendants  James  Allan  and 
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Maurice  Hartland  Mahon,  as  the  execu¬ 
tors  of  the  testator,  Richard  Bourne 
Bourne,  see  Clarke  v.  Bourne 
Bourne,  trustees  of  poor  of,  see  Great 
Eastern  Railway 

Boutell  v.  Kitson  and  House  v.  Kitson, 
the  account  of  George  Henry  Boutell 
and  his  incumbrancers 
Boutell,  George  Henry,  see  House  v. 
Millard 

Boutland  v.  Boutland,  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  the  testator’s  real  estate 
Bouverie,  Hon.  Edward,  see  Phillips  v. 
Baron  Dacre 

Bowater  v.  Burdett  and  Rigge  v.  Bowater 
Bowden  v.  Bayly 

Bowden  v.  Bayly,  the  account  of  unpaid 
claimants  entitled  to  ^ioo  each 
Bowen  v.  Runnington,  the  account  of 
rents  and  profits 
Bowen,  see  Jones  v.  Bowen 
Bowen,  Emily  and  Eve'ine,  see  Ann 
Hammond 

Bower  v.  Conyers,  1863,  B.,  352,  per- 
nal  estate 

Bower  v.  Scott  and  Walker  v.  Watkin 
Bower,  see  Henvill  v.  Whitaker 
Bowerbank,  see  Yea  v.  Frere 
Bowes,  Andrew  Robinson,  see  Burke  v. 
Jones 

Bowker  v.  Oakley,  the  plaintiff ’s  indem¬ 
nity  account 

Bowler,  Samuel,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Samuel  Bowler 
Bowles  v.  Bruce,  the  separate  legacy 
account  of  Elizabeth  McBean 
Bowles,  see  Carver  v.  Bowles 
Bowles,  Susanna  and  James,  see  Randall 
v.  Wood 

Bowles,  Admiral  Sir  William,  see  Stephen 
Henry  Sullivan 

Bowley,  see  Knight  v.  Bowley 
Bowley’,  Thomas,  the  younger,  see  Alsop 
v.  Wood 

Bowman  v.  Dobson 
Bowman,  see  Ferrow  v.  Bowman 
Bowman  v.  Bell,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  estate  of  the  testator,  John  Bow¬ 
man,  deceased 
Bowring  v.  Greenwood 
Bowyer  v.  White,  1867.  B.,  220 
Box,  see  McDowall  v.  Box 
Boycott,  see  Doody  v.  Higgins 
Boyd,  see  Cox  v.  Boyd 
Boyd,  see  Parkhurst  v.  Boyd 
Boyd,  Walter,  see  Kent  Coast  Railway 
Boyd,  Walter,  Paul  Benfield,  and  James 


Drummond,  bankrupts,  the  account  of 
George  Pratherman 
Boyer,  see  Coate  v.  Boyer 
Boyes,  see  Bould  v.  Boyes 
Boyes,  see  Gray  v.  Boyes 
Boyle,  see  Greenwood  v.  Penny 
Boyle,  John,  see  Penarth  Harbour,  &c., 
Company 
Boys  v.  Barker 
Boys,  see  Radford  v.  Boys 
Bozon  v.  Bolland,  and  Husband  v.  Bol- 
land 

Braban  v.  Bishop 

Brabazon,  Right  Honourable  John  George, 
see  Sunderland  Dock  Company 
Brace,  Henry,  see  South  Staffordshire 
Railway  Company 
Bracher,  see  Sharpe  v.  Bracher 
Brackenbury,  Arthur  Charles,  an  infant 
legatee 

Bradburne  v.  Hanbury,  the  account  of  the 
legal  personal  representative  of  Robert 
Henry  Bradburne,  deceased 
Bradbury,  James,  see  Birmingham  and 
Oxford  Junction  Railway  Company 
Brade,  see  Freme  v.  Brade 
Bradford  Corporation,  ex  parte  the  Brad¬ 
ford  Corporation  Water  Works  Act, 
1854,  the  account  of  Thomas  Kitching- 
man  Staveley,  George  Edward  Wilson, 
and  Sir  Henry  Bromley,  Bart 
Bradford,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  settlement  of  Richard  Brad¬ 
ford  and  Georgiana,  his  wife,  dated  the 
23rd  day  of  August,  1842,  the  account 
of  Richard  Bradford  and  his  incum¬ 
brancers,  in  satisfaction  of  the  sum  of 
two  thousand  pounds  mentioned  in  the 
settlement 

Bradford,  see  Tully  v.  Bradford 
Bradley  v.  Harvey 

Bradley  v.  Harvey,  the  account  of  the 
defendant  Ann  Harvey,  the  widow  of 
George  Harvey 
Bradley,  see  Smart  v.  Bradley 
Bradshaw  v.  Tasker 

Bradshaw,  William,  see  West  End  of  Lon¬ 
don  and  Crystal  Palace  Railway  Com¬ 
pany 

Bradshaw,  see  Newton  v.  Bradshaw 
Brady,  see  Clarkson  v.  Brady 
Brain,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Thomas  Brain,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  infant  John  Walker 
Smith,  otherwise  Brain,  contingent  on 
his  attaining  twenty-one 
Brain,  see  Gaskell  v.  Holmes 
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Brain,  see  Roberts 
Braithwaite  v.  Sayner 
Bramall,  M.  L.,  in  the  matter  of  the  Act 
ioth  and  nth  Victoria,  chap.  96,  inti¬ 
tuled  an  Act  for  better  securing  trust 
funds  and  for  the  relief  of  trustees  and 
of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Mary  Light- 
bown  Bramell,  deceased 
Brammer,  see  Waring  v.  Brammer 
Bramwell,  Christopher,  see  Sunderland 
Dock  Company 

Brancker  v.  Carne,  and  Carne  v.  Brancker, 
the  capital  account 

Brander,see  Baron  of  Dunboyne  v.Brander 
Brandling  v.  Humble,  the  creditors’  ac¬ 
count 

Brandling  v.  Plummer 
Brandling  v.  Plummer,  Brandling  v.  Plum¬ 
mer,  Brandling  v.  Liddell,  and  Brand¬ 
ling  v.  Plummer,  the  account  for  the 
payment  of  the  creditors  other  than  the 
official  managers  of  the  North  of  Eng¬ 
land  Joint  Stock  Banking  Company 
under  the  compromise 
Brandling  v.  Plummer,  and  Brandling  v. 

Plummer,  fees  of  taxation  account 
Brandling  v.  Plummer,  Brandling  v.  Plum¬ 
mer,  Brandling  v.  Liddell,  and  Brand¬ 
ling  v.  Plummer.  Fund  to  answer  claim 
(if  any)  of  the  Reverend  John  Bell, 
deceased,  his  legal  personal  representa¬ 
tives  or  assignees  mentioned  in  the  third 
schedule  to  the  trust  deed  of  the  31st 
December,  1835 
Brandon,  see  Bason  v.  Brandon 
Brandon  v.  Brandon,  and  Brandon  v. 
Brandon,  the  account  of  John  Kempe 
Welsh,  George  Frederick  White,  and 
Septimus  Richard  Scott,  Esq.,  the 
trustees  of  the  London  Missionary  Soci¬ 
ety,  subject  to  duty 

Brandon  v.  Brandon,  and  Brandon  v. 
Brandon,  the  account  of  the  Minister  for 
the  time  being  of  the  West-lane  Meeting 
House,  Walworth,  subject  to  duty 
Brandwood  v.  Johnson,  the  account  of 
Solomon  Lewis 

Branton,  see  Lloyd  v.  Branton 
Brapple,  see  Maccartney  v.  Brapple 
Brass  v.  Cook 
Bray  v.  Preece 

Bray  v.  West,  the  account  of  the  legacy 
bequeathed  to  James  Bray,  his  wife  and 
children 

Brayne  v.  Rees,  1865,  B.,  257,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  George  Brayne,  deceased 
Brealey  v.  Stewart,  1S67,  B.,  102 


Bree,  see  Edmonds  v.  Bree 
Breedon,  John,  see  Midland  Counties 
Railway  Company 
Breese,  see  Bird  v.  Breese 
Brennan,  see  Atkinson  v.  Parker 
Brent  Bridge,  ex  parte  the  trustees  for 
executing  an  Act  of  Parliament  made 
and  passed  in  the  54th  year  of  the  reign 
of  his  late  Majesty  King  George  the 
Third,  entitled,  “An  Act  for  altering 
and  enlarging  the  term  and  powers  of 
three  Acts  made  for  repairing  the  high 
road  leading  from  Brent  Bridge,  in  the 
county  of  Devon,  to  Gasking  Gate,  in 
or  near  the  borough  of  Plymouth  in  the 
said  county  of  Devon 
Brereton  v.  Sadler 
Brett  v.  Beckwith 

Brett  v.  Beckwith,  partnership  assets 
Brett  v.  Beckwith,  the  personal  estate  of 
the  testator,  George  Wooler  Beckwith, 
deceased 

Brewer,  see  Pomeroy  v.  Brewer 
Brewin  v.  Austin,  and  Brewin  v.  Scott 
Brice,  see  Bickley  v.  Brice 
Bricknell,  see  Hathaway  v.  Bricknell 
Bridge  House  Estate,  see  London,  Brigh¬ 
ton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Bridge  House  Estate,  see  South  Eastern 
Railway 

Bridges  v.  Hinxman 

Briggs  v.  Wilson,  the  account  of  the  legacy 
of  Mary  Adlard  Showier 
Briggs,  see  Westbrook  v.  McKie 
Brighton  and  Chichester  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
Sophie  Deacle,  sometime  since  residing 
at  Chichester,  at  Portsmouth,  and  at 
Fareham,  but  whose  present  residence 
is  unknown 

Brigstocke,  see  Irby  v.  Irby 
Brindley,  see  Clarke  v.  Brindley 
Brisco,  see  Camac 
Briscoe,  see  Ramsden  v.  Hodgkin 
Briscoe,  see  Ramsden  v.  Hylton 
Briscoe,  see  Cathcart  v.  Briscoe 
Bristol,  Earl  of,  see  Parker  v.  Earl  of 
Bristol 

Bristol,  the  Master  and  Wardens  of  the 
Company  of  the  Merchant  Venturers  of 
the  City  of  Bristol 

Bristol,  ex  parte  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  City  of  Bristol 
Bristol,  ex  parte  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  City  of  Bristol,  the 
account  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Egels- 
ton,  deceased,  and  his  mortgagee 
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Bristol,  ex  parte  the  Bristol  Sanitary 
Authority  under  the  Public  Health  Act, 
1872,  the  account  of  the  representatives 
of  Johnson  Camplan,  deceased,  parties 
interested  in  certain  lands  and  buildings 
situate  in  the  parish  of  St.  Mary  Red- 
cliffe,  Bristol 

Bristol,  &c.,  Railway,  ex  parte  the  Bristol 
and  Exeter  Railway  Company,  in  the 
matter  of  an  Act  to  amend  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Rail¬ 
way,  and  to  authorize  the  formation  of 
a  Junction  Railway  and  several  Branch 
Railways  connected  with  the  same 
Bristol,  &c. ,  Railway,  ex  parte  the  Bristol 
and  Exeter  Railway  Company,  in  the 
matter  of  the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Rail¬ 
way  Act,  1855,  the  account  of  the 
trustees  of  the  Bristol  Cattle  Market 
Bristow  v.  Ward,  Margaret  Girardot  de 
Prefond’s  legacy  account 
Bristow  v.  Ward 
Bristow,  see  Ramsden  v.  Hylton 
British  Guiana,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  compensation  money  of  claim  No. 
723,  British  Guiana,  under  the  will  of 
Joseph  Bourda 

Britten,  see  Harding  v.  Britten 
Broad  v.  Bevan,  Margaret  Drew,  the 
annuitant’s  account 

Broadway,  Margaret,  see  Dyer  v.  Dyer 
Brocas  v.  Barker 

Brodribb  v.  Sherring,  the  legacies  of  the 
children  of  Thomas  Hussell 
Brome  v.  Hyde 

Bromley,  see  Curzon  v.  Bromley 
Bromley,  Sir  Henry,  see  Bradford  Corpo¬ 
ration 

Brook,  see  Turner  v.  Brook 
Brooke  v.  Gulston,  Caroline  Colmore’s 
account 

Brooke  v.  Elliott,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  the  defendant  Charles  Hunter,  sub¬ 
ject  to  duty 

Brooke,  William,  jun.,  a  minor 
Brookes  v.  Oakley 

Brookes,  Joseph,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Brooks,  see  Hawkins 
Brooks,  see  Longville  v.  Brooks 
Brooks,  — ,  son  of  Jane  Brooks,  see  Edes 
v.  Rose 

Brooks,  see  Thorp  v.  Brooks 
Brooks  v.  De  Burgh 
Brooks  v.  Hancock 

Brooks  v.  Levey,  the  legatees  and  annui¬ 
tants’  account 


Brooks  v.  Levey,  legacy  to  the  Benevol¬ 
ent  Society  at  Sydney 
Brooks  v.  Snaith,  the  account  of  the  real 
estate  • 

Brooks  v.  Snaith,  the  account  of  the  real 
estate,  lot  7 

Broomfield,  Phillis,  see  Mary  Robinson 
Broughton,  see  King  v.  Broughton 
Brown  v.  Brown,  1857,  B. ,  181 
Brown  v.  Clay 
Brown,  E.  B.,  v.  Clay 

Brown  v.  Forbes,  and  Brown  v.  Brown 
Brown  v.  George,  the  legatees’  account 
Brown  v.  Jones,  the  account  of  rents  of 
the  leasehold  in  Dunk  and  Halifax 
streets 

Brown  v.  Lloyd,  the  creditors’  account 
Brown  v.  Sandford,  and  Specke  v.  Sand- 
ford 

Brown  v.  Wilcockson,  1866,  B.,  230,  the 
account  of  the  defendant  William  Wil¬ 
cockson 

Brown,  Anselm,  see  re  Ann  Rowlands 

Brown,  Edward,  see  Brown,  John 
Brown,  Elizabeth  and  Hannah,  see 
Suffield  v.  Day 

Brown,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  sum  of  ^1,100,  declared  by  an 
indenture  dated  the  25th  day  of  March, 
1836,  being  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  cer¬ 
tain  leasehold  estates  bequeathed  by  the 
will  of  John  Brown  the  elder,  deceased, 
the  account  of  Edward  Brown,  a  person 
of  unsound  mind,  not  so  found  by 
inquisition 

Brown,  Mary,  see  Townshend  v.  Martin 

Brown,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Robert  Brown,  deceased, 
the  legacies  of  ,£3,000  Three  per  Cent. 
Consolidated  Bank  Annuities  and  £400 
like  annuities,  bequeathed  to  Louisa 
Harris 

Brown,  Robert  and  William,  see  Gordon 
v.  Smith 

Brown,  William  and  Charles,  absent 
beyond  seas,  in  the  matter  of 
Brown,  see  Crossthwaite  v.  Brown 
Brown,  see  James  v.  Brown 
Brown,  see  Jenkins  v.  Brown 
Brown,  see  Mathew  v.  Brown 
Brown,  see  Tamlyn  v.  Brown 
Brown,  see  Tomlinson  v.  Brown 
Brown,  see  Wray  v.  Brown 
Brown,  see  Williams  v.  Duke  of  Bolton 
Browne,  Charlotte,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Charlotte  Browne, 
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deceased,  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
Harriett  Grint 

Browne,  Colvile,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Colvile  Browne,  deceased, 
the  legacy  bequeathed  to  Henry  Grint 
Browne,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  deed  for  keeping  in  order  the  tomb 
of  James  Browne,  formerly  of  Dawlish, 
Devonshire 

Browne,  Ann,  see  Saunders  v.  Marten 
Browne,  Edmund  Thomas,  see  Trotman 
Browne,  Jesseline  E.,  see  Sarah  White 
Browne,  see  Haynes  v.  Browne 
Browne,  see  Stapley  v.  Browne 
Browne,  see  Weatherall  v.  Browne 
Browning,  see  Harford  v.  Browning 
Brownson  v.  Lawrance 
Bruce  v.  Charlton,  the  account  of  the 
share  given  to  Thomas  Tipping 
Bruce  v.  Kinloch,  the  creditors’  account 
Bruce  v.  McPherson 

Bruce  v.  McPherson,  the  account  of 
William  Stanhope  Beecraft 
Bruce,  see  Bowles  v.  Bruce 
Bruce,  see  Earl  of  Portarlington  v.  Darner 
Brudenell,  see  White  v.  Countess  Dow¬ 
ager  of  Lincoln 

Brunton,  Eleanora,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Eleanora  Brunton, 
widow,  deceased,  the  charitable  bequest 
Bryan  v.  Wilson,  the  account  of  William 
Burnham  Blackwell  the  younger,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  lien,  if  any,  of  the  said  Mr. 
Richard  Hannam  for  a  sum  not  exceed¬ 
ing  the  sum  of  ^242  12 s.  5 d. 

Bryan,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Bryan,  deceased,  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  share  bequeathed  to  his 
nephew,  John  Bryan 

Bryant  v.  Story,  account  of  the  legacy  be¬ 
queathed  for  relief  of  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  soldiers  killed  in  war 
Bryant,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
John  Bryant’s  will,  the  account  of  the 
persons  entitled  to  the  three  legacies  of 
^Yioo  bequeathed  to  Edward  Mussard, 
Rebecca  Justin,  and  Sarah  Chown,  by 
the  testator  John  Bryant 
Brydges,  John  George  William,  see  Kent 
Coast  Railway 

Brydges,  see  Bellamy  v.  Brydges 
Brydges,  see  Wotton  v.  Brydges 
Brzezanski,  Countess,  see  Wicks 
Bubb  v.  Yelverton,  1868.  B  ,  316,  the  ac 
count  of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s  col¬ 
liery  property 
Buch,  see  Thilo  v.  Buch 


Buchanan,  James,  see  Gordon  v.  Smith 
Buck,  Annie  Mary  Louise,  an  infant  leg¬ 
atee 

Buckinghamshire.  Duchess  of,  see  Lord 
Montjoy  v.  Duchess  of  Buckingham¬ 
shire 

Buckley,  see  Dorman  v.  Buckley 
Buddie,  see  Graham  v.  Buddie 
Bulkeley  v.  Williams,  and  Williams  v. 

Montagu,  in  Master  Montagu’s  office 
Bull,  see  Markwell  v.  Bull 
Buller  v.  Burn 
Buller,  see  Pole  v.  Buller 
Bullock  v.  Stones 
Bullock,  see  Stewart  v.  Bullock 
Bumstead,  see  Gibson  v.  Stiles 
Bunnett,  see  Christian  v.  Foster 
Burdett,  see  Bowater  v.  Burdett 
Burdon,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  a  settlement  dated  the  2 2d  day 
of  June,  1827,  and  made  by  Thomas 
Burdon,  late  of  Knightsbridge,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  Esq.,  deceased, 
so  far  as  regards  the  share  of  George 
Burdon  in  the  Dunchurch  estate,  com¬ 
prised  in  the  said  settlement 
Burey,  Thomas  (of  Idle,  Yorkshire)  see 
Rose  v.  Rose 

Burges,'  see  Chamberlain  v.  Burges 
Burges,  Edward,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Burgh,  see  Yellowley  v.  Burgh 
Burgis  v.  Jackson 

Burgoyne  v.  Burgoyne,  in  Master  Grave’s 
office 

Burial  Board,  ex  parte  the  Burial  Board  of 
the  in  and  out  parish  of  St.  Cuthbert, 
and  the  liberty  of  Saint  Andrew’s-  in 
Wells,  in  the  county  of  Somerset 
Burial  Board,  ex  parte  the  Burial  Board 
for  the  parish  of  Newport,  in  the  Isle  of 
Wight,  in  the  county  of  Southampton 
Burial  Board,  ex  parte  the  Burial  Board 
for  the  distr’ct  of  Tunbridge  Wells,  in 
the  counties  of  Kent  and  Sussex 
Burk,  see  Rosenburg  v.  Burk 
Burke  v.  Jones,  the  account  of  moneys 
arising  from  the  sale  of  the  English  es¬ 
tates  of  Andrew  Robinson  Bowes,  Esq., 
deceased 

Burman,  see  Chapman  v.  Burman 
Burn,  see  Buller  v.  Burn 
Burn,  see  North  v.  Burn 
Burnett,  Robert,  see  London  and  South- 
Western  Railway  Company 
Burns,  see  Gwennap  v.  Burns 
Burrell  v.  Burrell 
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Burrell,  see  Cook  v.  Burrell 
Burrowes,  Arnold,  and  infant  legatee 
Burrows,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Burrows, 
deceased,  the  account  of  Fanny  Scarratt, 
subject  to  duty 

Burry,  &c. ,  Railway,  ex  parte  the  Burry 
Port  and  Gwendredth  Valley  Railway 
Company,  the  account  of  John  Stepney 
Cowell  Stepney 

Burt,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
three-seventh  parts  or  shares  of  Ann 
Burt,  deceased,  William  Burt,  and 
Elizabeth  Matthews,  respectively,  of 
and  in  the  estate  of  John  Burt 
Burt,  John  and  Ann,  see  Matthews,  Eliza¬ 
beth 

Burt,  see  Valance  v.  Burt 
Burton  v.  Clarke 
Burton  v.  Pierpoint 

Burton  v.  Taylor,  the  legacy  account  of 
Robert  Samuel  Skey 

Burton,  John,  see  South  Staffordshire 
Railway  Company 

Burton,  John  Daniel,  see  Beswick  v. 
Hallam 

Burton,  see  Bishop  v.  Burton 
Burton,  see  Cruchley  v.  Burton 
Burton,  see  Pope  v.  Burton 
Bury  v.  Jackson,  1870,  B.,  355,  the  pro¬ 
duce  of  the  testator’s  personal  estate 
Bury,  Richard  Tarrant,  in  the  matter  of, 
Benjamin  Withington  and  John  Robinson 
Bushby,  see  Western  v.  Bushby 
Bussell,  see  Montagu  v.  Garrett 
Bussey,  see  Parker  v.  Lee 
Buswell  v.  Mason 
Butcher  v.  Churchill 

Bute  Ship  Canal,  see  Taflf  Vale  Railway 
Company 

Bute,  Marquis  of,  see  Penarth  Harbour, 
&c.,  Company 

Butler  James,  see  James  v.  Brown 
Butler  v.  Butler 
Butler  v.  Oliver 

Butler  v.  Stratton,  the  residue  of  the  testa 
trix’s  estate 
Butler  v.  Sharpe 
Butler  v.  Wise 

Butler,  see  Durnford  v.  Butler  ■ 

Butler,  see  Mander  v.  Butler 
Butler,  see  Sabine  v.  Butler 
Butter  v.  Basnett,  Sarah  Wallen,  her 
account 

Butterfield  v.  Humfrey 
Butterfield,  see  Linnett  v.  Butterfield 
Butterfield,  see  Morrall  v.  Butterfield 


Butterfield,  see  Upton  v.  Butterfield 
Butterworth,  see  Milnes  v.  Aked 
Buxton  v.  Buxton  and  Buxton  and  others 
v.  Buxton  and  others 
Buxton,  see  Milnes  v.  Aked 
Byng-  Manor,  see  Copyhold  Commis¬ 
sioners 

Byrd,  Francis,  see  Dickinson  v.  Pickering 
Byrne,  see  Thorley  v.  Byrne 

Byrne  v.  Norcott,  the  account  of  the 
share  of  Henrietta  Eliza  Douthwaite 
Cunningham,  widow,  deceased,  and  her 
incumbrancer  the  petitioner,  William 
Edward  Jones,  and  her  legal  personal 
representative  when  constituted  subject 
to  duty 

Byrne,  Jane,  see  Wilson  v.  Campbell 
Byrom,  see  David  v.  Byrom 
By  water,  Aaron,  see  Humphreys  v.  Jones 
Cadogan,  George,  John  and  William,  see 
Cullum’s  estate 
Caffrey,  see  Roff  v.  Caffrey 
Cage,  see  Hull  v.  Cage 
Calcraft,  see  Lucus  v.  Calcraft 
Caledonian  Railway,  ex  parte  the  Caledo- 
nian  Railway  Company  the  account  of 
James  Fawcett  and  John  Fawcett  in 
respect  of  a  parcel  of  land  situate  in 
the  parish  of  Saint  Mary,  Carlisle,  being 
part  of  a  parcel  of  land  numbered  37  on 
the  map  or  plan  of  the  Branch  to  Port 
Carlisle  Railway 

Calley,  Reverend  James,  see  Oxford, 
Worcester,  &c.,  Railway 
Callow,  see  Allen  v.  Callow 
Calvert,  Thomas,  ex  parte  the  personal 
representatives  of  Thomas  Calvert, 
deceased 

Calvert,  see  Patrickson 
Camac,  re,  Oldfield  v.  Brisco,  1867,  C., 
81,  the  real  estate  account 
Cambridge,  ex  parte  the  Chancellor, 
Master,  and  Scholars  of  the  University 
of  Cambridge 

Cambridge,  see  Pugh  and  others  v.  Cam¬ 
bridge 

Camden  v.  Cooke 

Camden,  Earl,  see  Garrick  v.  Earl  Camden 
Cameron,  Donald,  see  Daniel  Reid 
Campbell,  see  Fradgley  v.  Campbell 
Campbell,  see  Wilson  and  Campbell 
Campbell  v.  Beaton,  i860,  C.,  255,  the 
costs  account 

Campbell  v.  Campbell,  in  Master  Wilmot’s 
office 

Campbell  v.  Earl  of  Radnor,  Richard 
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Hutcheson,  his  wife  and  children,  their 
account 

Campbell,  John,  see  Jordaine  v.  Gray 
Campbell,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Campbell,  deceased 
Campbell,  Robert,  v.  Susanna  Campbell, 
the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s 
real  estate 

Campbell,  William,  see  Griffith  v.  Fyn- 
more 

Camplam,  Johnson,  see  Bristol  Sanitary 
Authority 
Cann  v.  Barne 

Cann,  Harriet  and  Mark,  see  White, 
Amelia  Sarah 

Canning,  see  James  v.  Canning 
Cannon,  see  Williams  v.  Cannon 
Canterbury,  Archbishop  of,  v.  Nichols 
Canterbury,  Archbishop  of,  see  East  Kent 
Railway  Company 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of,  see  Laugher, 
Elizabeth 
Capel  v.  Girdler 

Capp,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  the 
trust  estate  of  James  Robert  Capp,  de¬ 
ceased 

Capper  v.  Terrington,  and  Capper  v. 
Grace 

Capper,  see  Pearce  v.  Milner 
Cardiff  and  Ogmore  Valley  Railway  Bill, 
ex  parte  the.  the  account  of  William 
Williams 

Carent,  see  Attorney  General  v.  Carent 
Carew,  Hon.  R.  P.,  see  Colleton  v.  Garth 
Carlisle  v.  Thompson,  1866,  C  ,  183 
Carlisle,  Mary,  see  Barnes  v.  Jennings 
Carne,  see  Brancker  v.  Carne 
Carpenter  v.  Bignell,  the  fund  to  answer 
so  much  of  the  costs  of  the  plaintiff  in 
the  suit  of  John  Gardner  v.  John  Gard¬ 
ner  and  others,  as  was  chargeable  upon 
the  estate  of  the  plaintiff,  John  Gardner 
Carpenter  v.  Nalder,  1867,  C.,  138,  the 
account  of  proceeds  of  sale  of  real  estate 
Carpenter,  Right  Hon.  Lady  Almeria,  see 
Lassieur  v.  Tryconnel 
Carr,  see  Volans  v.  Carr 
Carroll,  Susannah,  see  Collier  v.  Collier 
Carruthers  v.  Stockley,  the  plaintiff  David 
Carruthers  and  Letitia,  his  wife,  their 
account 

Carruthers  v.  Stockley,— Blackley  and 
Martha,  his  wife,  their  account 
Carruthers,  Charles  Bladen,  see  Ellen 
Shewed 

Carson,  John,  see  Williams  v.  Foster 
Carter,  see  Goddard,  Martin 


Carter,  see  Spode  v.  Smith 
Carter,  see  Margesson  v.  Carter 
Carter  v.  Arden 

Carter  v.  Holford,  the  trust  account  of  the 
defendant  Sir  William  Herne 
Carter  v.  Owen 

I  Carter  v.  Taggart,  Carter  v.  Adney,  and 
Carter  v.  Feaver,  the  account  of  the 
five  children  of  Maria  Feaver 

Carter,  Francis,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  shares  in  the  personal  estate  of 
Francis  Carter  the  younger  which  by 
his  will  were  bequeathed  to  Henry 
Hack,  otherwise  Carter,  and  George 
Hack,  otherwise  Carter 
Carter,  William  Martin,  see  Mary  Wood 
Carterett  v.  Cotterell 
Cartwright  v.  Cartwright 
Cartwright,  William  S.,  see  Newport,  &c., 
Railway  Company 
Carver  v.  Bowles 
Casamajor  v.  Strode 

Caslon  v.  Caslon,  in  Master  Leeds  Office 
Castle  v.  Owthwaite 

Castle  v.  Sanders,  the  account  of  Henry 
Castle,  the  annuitant 

Castle,  Mary  Ann,  »n  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  one  moiety  of  the  estate  of 
Mary  Ann  Castle,  late  of  Clayton-street, 
Kennington,  in  the  county  of  Surrey, 
deceased,  an  intestate,  the  account  of 
Fitzroy  Shanks 

Catchpole,  Elizabeth  Arbour,  see  Wood 
v.  Bennett 

Cathcart  v.  Briscoe,  the  account  of  share 
of  residue  of  Mary  Lyon,  formerly  Mary 
Cathcart,  deceased 

Cathcart  v.  Briscoe,  the  account  of  the 
share  of  the  residue  of  Hugh  Cathcart, 
deceased 

Catley  v.  Ward,  the  account  of  the  next 
of  kin  of  the  testatrix,  Martha  Hayman 
Ilsley,  otherwise  Hayman,  otherwise 
Ilsley,  subject  to  duty 
Catley,  see  Page  v.  Catley 

Cator,  B.  C..  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  settlements  of  Bertie  Cornelius 
Cator,  an  Admiral  in  her  Majesty’s 
Navy,  deceased,  so  far  as  the  same  re¬ 
late  to  the  share  of  Albemarle  Bertie 
Cator,  deceased 

Cattell,  Richard  Henry  Burden,  an  infant, 
legatee 

Cattell,  Elizabeth,  see  John  Groome 
Catterick  Bridge,  ex  parte  the  trustees  for, 
executing  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
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in  the  50th  year  of  the  reign  of  His  late 
Majesty  King  George  the  Third 
Caudery,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  the 
will  of  Caudery’ s  Estate,  the  account  of 
the  residuary  share  of  Ann  Sises,  de¬ 
ceased 

Caudle,  Robert,  see  London,  Brighton, 
&c.,  Railway  Company 
Central  Wales,  &c.,  Railway,  ex  parte  the 
Central  Wales  Extension  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  the  account  of  David  Thomas 
Chadwick  v.  Chadwick 
Chaffers,  see  Rainford  v.  Parke 
Chalcraft,  see  Christmas  v.  Chalcraft 
Chalie  v.  Lucadou,  to  answer  the  several 
claims  mentioned  in  the  3rd  schedule  to 
the  Master’s  report,  dated  22nd  May, 
1806 

Chalmers,  see  Perry  v.  Chalmers 
Chamberlain,  see  Tookerman  v.  Chamber- 
lain 

Chamberlain  v.  Burges 
Chamberlain  v.  Chamberlain 
Chamberlain  v.  Lee 

Chamberlain,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  administration  of  George 
Chamberlain,  deceased,  the  account  of 
the  share  of  Charles  Collins,  a  nephew 
of  the  intestate 

Chamberlayne,  see  Jones  v.  Chamberlayne 
Chambers,  see  Gratrix  v.  Chambers 
Chambers,  see  Peppin,  Ann 
Chambers,  v.  Whiteside,  the  separate 
account  of  the  defendant,  Fredericka 
Clavering  Lefevre,  Widow  of  the  late 
defendant,  George  William  Lefevre 
Chambers,  John,  see  Thomas  Neale 
Champernowne,  see  Townsend  v.  Cham- 
pernowne 

Champion,  see  Dines  v.  Champion 
Champion  v.  North 
Champion,  Joseph,  Esq.,  a  lunatic 
Chandler,  Anna,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Anna  Chandler,  deceased, 
so  far  as  regards  the  share  of  residue 
thereby  bequeathed  to  her  Nephew, 
Thomas  Merrick 

Chandless  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  the  an¬ 
nuitant,  Hannah  Osborne 
Chandless,  Thomas,  see  Metropolitan 
Railway 

Chandless,  Thomas,  see  London,  Mayor 
of 

Chandos,  Duke  of,  see  Attorney-General 
v.  Duke  of  Chandos 

Chandos,  Duke  of,  see  Adean  v.  Duke  of 
Chandos 


Chandos,  Duke  of,  see  Lyon  v.  Duke  of 
Chandos 

Chapman,  see  Rickerby  v.  Chapman 
Chapman,  see  Symmer  v.  Chapman 
Chapman  v.  Burman 
Chapman  v.  Oldner 

Chapman,  Catherine,  otherwise  Dunn,  a 
lunatic,  purchase  money  for  real  estate 
Chapman,  Catherine,  otherwise  Dunn,  a 
lunatic,  purchase  money  for  timber  and 
underwood 

Chapman,  Samuel,  see  York  and  New¬ 
castle  Railway  Company 
Chappell,  Frances  Jane,  Spinster,  a  person 
of  unsound  mind,  and  the  lunacy  Regu¬ 
lation  Act,  1862 

Chard,  Mary,  see  George  Newton’s  will 
Charge  v.  Goodyer 

Charing  Cross  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  Alice  Jeays,  Marget 
Williams,  and  Matthew  Coffey 
Charing  Cross  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  John  Thomas  Strat¬ 
ton,  of  197,  Tooley-street,  Southwark 
Charlton,  see  Bruce  v.  Charlton 
Charlton  v.  Hall 

Charlton  v.  Leycester,  the  plaintiff  Eliza¬ 
beth  Charlton  the  elder’s  account 
Charnley,  see  Woodford  v.  Charnley 
Charnley,  see  Wilde  v.  Charnley 
Charterhouse-sq.  Charity, see  Louisa  Foster 
Chase  v.  Morris 

Chasserrau,  James  Daniel,  see  East  Lon¬ 
don  Waterworks  Company 
Chatfield,  see  Marshall  v.  Chatfield 
Chauncey,  see  Greenhill  v.  Chauncey 
Chauncy,  see  Snell  v.  Chauncy 
Chauntler,  see  Westbrook  v.  McKie 
Cheetham,  see  Ashton  v.  Cheetham 
Chelmsford,  Manor  of,  see  Copyhold  Com¬ 
missioners 

Chelsea  Waterworks,  ex  parte  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  and  Company  of  Chelsea  Water¬ 
works,  the  account  of  John  Phillips 
Chennell  v.  Martin,  the  contingent  ac¬ 
count  of  the  defendant  Elizabeth  Day- 
kin  and  her  children 
Cheslyn,  see  Sherwin  v.  Cheslyn 
Cheslyn  v.  Price,  Price  v.  Williams,  Hall 
v.  Williams,  Cheslyn  v.  Hall,  and  Hall 
v.  Williams 

Chesshyre,  see  Grantham  v.  Chesshyre 
Chester,  Matthew,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  the  Reverend  Matthew  Ches¬ 
ter,  of  Great  Crosby,  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster,  deceased,  and  Sturgis  v. 
Richmond 
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Chetle,  Mary,  a  lunatic 
Chevell,  see  Wentworth  v.  Chevell 
Cheverton,  see  Otterwill  v.  Cheverton 
Chew  v.  Hampson 

Chew,  Lydia,  see  Benjamin  Hansford 
Cheyne,  see  Rawson  v.  Cheyne 
Cheyne  v.  Dockwra 
Chichester,  see  Long  v.  Steward 
Chichester,  see  Middleton  v.  Chichester 
Chidloe,  see  Owens  v.  Jennings 
Chiene,  see  Cousens  v.  Chiene 
Chipchase,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trust  estates  of  Robert  Chipchase,  de¬ 
ceased 

Chitty  v.  Miller,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  Emma  Susannah  Fownes,  the 
wife  of  George  Conrad  Fownes 
Chitty  v.  Miller 

Cholerton  v.  Heming,  the  account  of  the 
defendant  Harriet  Coates,  the  annuitant. 
Cholerton  v.  Heming,  the  account  of  the 
trustees  of  V  illiam  Hall’s  assignment, 
dated  31st  January,  1837 
Cholerton  v.  Heming,  the  account  of  the 
assignees  of  the  plaintiff,  Christopher 
Hall,  the  bankrupt 

Cholerton  v.  Heming,  the  account  of  the 
defendants,  Samuel  Prout  Hill  and 
Louisa,  his  wife,  formerly  the  plaintiff, 
Louisa  Hall,  spinster 

Cholerton  v.  Heming,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiffs,  Thomas  Rust  and  Anna  Maria, 
his  wife,  formerly  Anna  Maria  Hall, 
spinster 

Cholmley  v.  Colville 

Cholmondeley  v.  Stepney,  the  annuitant’s 
account 

Chown,  Sarah,  see  John  Bryant’s  will 
Christ,  Cathedral  Church,  of,  Oxford,  see 
Attorney-General  v.  Dean,  &c.,  Ox¬ 
ford 

Christchurch,  Newgate-street,  see  Hicks 
v.  Harrison 
Christian  v.  Foster 

Christian  v.  Foster  and  Bunnett  v.  Foster, 
the  account  of  the  real  estate 
Christian,  Eliza,  a  person  of  unsound  mind 
Christie,  see  Lord  Kinnaird  v.  Christie 
Christmas  v.  Charlcraft 
Christmas  v.  Charlcraft,  the  account  of 
the  share  of  Thirza,  the  wife  of  the 
plaintiff,  Caleb  Christmas 
Chubb,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  George  Chubb,  deceased, 
the  account  of  Matthew  Chubb,  Eliza¬ 
beth  Chubb,  and  Sarah  Chubb,  nephew 
and  nieces  of  the  said  George  Chubb 


Churches  and  Chapels,  Incorporated 
Society  for  building,  see  Frances  San- 
dars 

Churches,  ex  parte  the  Commissioners  for 
building  Churches  and  Robert  Henry 
Clive,  and  Robert  Clive,  Esqrs.,  his 
eldest  son,  the  party  entitled  being 
tenant  for  life 

Churchill,  see  Butcher  v.  Churchill 
Citizens  Bank  of  Louisiana  v.  Simpson, 
security  for  costs  account 
Clapham,  see  Bassett  v.  Clapham 
Clarence,  see  Joslin 
Clare  v.  Rebbeck 

Clare  Hall,  in  the  matter  of  the  Master  or 
Keeper,  Fellows,  and  Scholars  of  the 
College  or  Hall  commonly  called  Clare 
Hall,  in  the  University  of  Cambridge 
Clarendon,  Earl  of,  see  Morgan  v.  Earl  of 
Clarendon 

Claridge  v.  Goodeve,  the  account  of  the 
testator’s  house  and  furniture  in  Port- 
land-road 

Clark,  see  Walker  v.  Clark 
Clark,  see  Wiggins  v.  Peppin 
Clark  v.  Addington,  the  legacy  given  by 
the  testator’s  will  to  his  cousin,  Don 
Juan  de  Acevedo,  of  Teneriffe 
Clark  v.  Addington,  the  account  of  the 
legal  personal  representative  when  con¬ 
stituted  of  James  Clark 
Clark  v.  Addington,  the  account  of  the 
legal  personal  representative  when  con¬ 
stituted  of  Samuel  Clark 
Clark  ve  Addington,  the  account  of  the 
legal  personal  representative  when  con¬ 
stituted  of  Hester  Young  Moore 
Clark  v.  Addington,  the  timber  account 
Clark  v.  Walpole,  the  account  of  George 
Ward  Clark 

Clark,  Andrew,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Andrew  Clark,  deceased, 
the  share  of  William  George  Clark 
Woods,  in  the  estate  of  Andrew  Clark, 
deceased 

Clark,  Agatha,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
of  the  annuity  of  Agatha  Clark,  other¬ 
wise  Giacobbi,  deceased 
Clark,  George  Frederick,  see  Free  v. 
Steer  . 

Clark,  George  Ward,  see  Clark  v.  Wal¬ 
pole 

Clark,  Irving,  see  South  Devon  Railway 
Company 

Clark,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Clark,  late  of  the  parish 
Of  Saint  Bartholomew  Hyde,  in  the  city 
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of  Winchester,  Tailor,  deceased,  so  far 
as  relates  to  the  share  of  Thomas  Clark, 
one  of  the  children  of  the  testator’s  son, 
John  Clark,  therein  named 
Clark,  Thomas,  see  John  Clark 
Clarke,  see  Bennett  v.  Biddles 
Clarke,  see  Bland 
Clarke,  see  Booker  v.  Clarke 
Clarke,  see  Burton  v.  Clarke 
Clarke,  see  Harvey  v.  Clarke 
Clarke,  see  Herne  v.  Clarke 
Clarke,  see  Hodgson  v.  Clarke 
Clarke,  see  Nelmes  v.  Evans 
Clarke,  see  Porter  v.  Clarke 
Clarke,  see  Walker  v.  Clarke 
Clarke,  see  Warwick  v.  Richardson 
Clarke  v.  Bailey 

Clarke  v.  Bourne,  the  account  of  the 
children  of  the  testator’s  brother  James 
Clarke 

Clarke  v.  Brindley 

Clarke  v.  Myers,  the  share  of  the  testator’s 
grandchild  Maria  Rebecca,  one  of  the 
children  of  Maria  Clarke,  subject  to  any 
settlement  made  by  her 
Clarke  v.  Oliver 

Clarke  v.  the  Earl  of  Ormonde,  the 
account  of  the  bond  and  simple  contract 
debts 

Clarke,  Charlotte,  see  Wilde  v.  Charnley 
Clarke,  George  Somers,  see  George  Ive 
Corner 

Clarke,  Mary,  see  Essex  v.  Clement 
Clarke,  Maria,  see  Tuxford,  Max  Clarey 
Clarke,  William  Nelson,  late  of  Balwharrie 
in  Scotland,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of,  the  account  of  John  Clarke  an  infant, 
interest  account  subject  to  duty 
Clarkson  v.  Brady 
Clarkson  v.  Earl  of  Scarborough 
Clay  Cross  Waterworks  Company,  ex  parte 
in  the  matter  of  the  Clay  Cross  Water¬ 
works  Act,  1856 
Clay  v.  Pennington 
Clay,  see  Samuel  Parker 
Clay,  see  Brown  v.  Clay 
Clayton,  see  Tennyson  v.  Clayton 
Clayton,  see  Freeston  v.  Clayton 
Clayton,  Elizabeth  and  Mary,  see  Eliza¬ 
beth  Smith 

Clay  worth,  Emma  Jane,  see  Weldon  v. 
Aldridge 

Clearing  Committee,  ex  parte  the,  in 
respect  of  a  messuage  *137,  Seymour- 
street,  St.  Pancras,  Middlesex,  of  which 
James  Ansell  is  interested  as  a  lessee 
Clegg  v.  Whitley 


Cleghorn,  Robert,  see  London  and  Black' 
wall  Railway  Company 
Clement,  see  Essex  v.  Clement 
Clement,  see  Quincy  v.  Clement 
Clement  v.  Harris 
Clerke,  see  Garnons  v.  Clerke 
Clerke,  see  Kinaston  v.  Clerke 
Cleveland,  Duke  of,  see  London  and 
North  Western  Railway 
Clift  v.  Crowfoot,  the  account  of  the 
residuary  estate  of  Benjamin  Bensley, 
deceased 

Clift,  James,  see  Eastern  Counties  and 
London  and  Blackwall  Railway  Com¬ 
pany 

Clifton  v.  Lombe,  and  Lombe  v.  Clifton 
Clifton,  Marianne,  see  Horner  v.  John¬ 
son 

Clinton,  Baron,  see  Trefusis  v.  Baron 
Clinton 

Clinton,  Lord,  see  Trefusis  v.  Lord  Clin¬ 
ton 

Clive,  Robert,  see  Commissioners  for 
building  churches  and  Robert  Henry 
Clive,  ex  parte 

Clowes  v.  Jee,  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentative  when  duly  appointed  of  Isa¬ 
bella  Lee,  the  wife  of  William  Lee, 
subject  to  duty 

Clowes  v.  Jee,  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentative  when  duly  appointed  of 
Ellen  Prest,  the  wife  of  John  Prest,  sub¬ 
ject  to  duty 

Clowes  v.  Jee,  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentative  when  duly  appointed,  or  the 
children  (if  any)  of  the  Reverend 
Thomas  Preston,  subject  to  duty 
Clowes  v.  Jee,  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentative  when  duly  appointed  of 
Christopher  Procter,  subject  to  duty 
Clowes  v.  Jee,  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentative  when  duly  appointed  of  George 
Procter,  subject  to  duty 
Clutterbuck  v.  Wilkins 
Coate  v.  Boyer 

Coates,  Harriet,  see  Cholerton  v.  Heming 
Coates,  see  Wingfield  v.  Coates 
Coats  v.  Coats,  1866,  C.,  225,  the 

account  of  John  Coats  the  younger  and 
other  the  person  entitled  thereto 
Cobb,  see  Hunter  v.  Cobb 
Cobbald  v.  Fisk 

Cobden  v.  Lucas.  Ann  Glover’s  account 
Cochran  v.  Fielder 
Cochrane,  see  Gruggen  v.  Cochrane 
Cochrane,  Peter,  v.  Margaret  Douglas 
Cochrane  and  others 
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Cochrane,  James,  deceased,  in  the  matter 
of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of ;  the  share  of 
George  Guild,  one  of  the  children  of 
Agnes  Guild,  of  the  residue  of  the  estate 
of  the  said  James  Cochrane 
Cochrane,  James,  deceased,  in  the  matter 
of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of ;  the  share  of 
John  Gordon,  one  of  the  children  of 
Elizabeth  Gordon,  of  the  residue  of  the 
estate  of  the  said  James  Cochrane 
Cock,  see  Matchwick  v.  Cock 
Cockburn,  see  Vaughan  v.  Marquis  of 
Headfort 

Cockburn  v.  Thompson 
Cockerell  v.  Barber 

Cockerell,  see  Anstruther  v.  Anstruther 

Cockermouth  Railway,  ex  parte  the  Cock- 
ermouth,  Keswick,  and  Penrith  Railway 
Company,  the  account  of  the  Right 
Honourable  George,  Baron  Leconfield 

Cockermouth  Railway,  ex  parte  the  Cock¬ 
ermouth,  Keswick,  and  Penrith  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  the  account  of  the  real 
estate  of  Sir  Henry  Wyndham,  late  of 
Cockermouth  Castle,  in  the  county  of 
Cumberland,  K.  C.  B.,  deceased 
Cockram,  see  Hill  v.  Cockram 
Cockroft  v.  Nightingale 
Cocks  v.  Bateman 
Codd,  Harriet,  see  Filby  v.  Filby 
Codner  v.  Hine 
Codrington  v.  Lord  Foley 
Coffee,  Matthew,  see  Charing  Cross  Rail¬ 
way  Company 
Coffin  v.  Cooper 

Coffin  v.  Cooper,  the  account  of  Septimus 
Charles  Field,  subject  to  duty 
Coghlan  v.  Coghlan 

Cohen,  Barnard,  see  Gompertz  v.  Gom- 
pertz 

Cohen,  Hyem,  see  Newton  v.  Samuel 
Cokayne’s  estate,  Hardy  v.  Wright,  the 
account  of  John  Cockayne,  in  the  test¬ 
ator’s  will  called  James  Cokayne 
Colbourn,  Jonas,  see  Coppock  v.  Coppock 
Colclough,  see  Morris  v.  Colclough 
Cole,  see  Harrison  v.  Cole 
Cole,  see  Adams  v.  Cole 
Cole  v.  Lyde,  the  account  of  the  legacy  of 
^ioo  bequeathed  to  the  children  of  the 
late  John  Bliss  and  Ann,  his  wife 

Colebrooke  v.  Colebrooke,  the  account  of 
Robert  James  and  George  Colebrooke 

Coleman,  Edward,  see  London,  Brighton, 
&c.,  Railway  Company 
Coleman,  Elizabeth,  see  Wotten  v.  Brydges 


Coleridge,  Edwin  Ellis,  see  Tucker  v. 
Lewis 

Coles,  see  Conel  v.  Allen 
Colleton  v.  Garth,  the  account  of  the 
Right  Honourable  Reginald  Pole  Carew 
and  Charlotte  Jemima  Morrell 
Collett,  see  Thornhill  v.  Collett 
Collett  v.  Kirby 
Colley,  see  Linwood  v.  Colley 
Collier  v.  Collier,  1867,  C.,  107,  the  leg¬ 
acy  of  ^50  bequeathed  to  Susannah 
Carroll,  the  natural  niece  of  the  test¬ 
atrix’s  husband 

Collier  v.  Collier,  1867,  C.,  107,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  legacy  of  ^100  bequeathed 
to  Edward  Hemingway,  son  of  testatrix’s 
old  friend,  John  Hemingway 
Collier,  see  Ridding  v.  Collier 
Collier,  Ann  G. ,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Ann  Gatty  ward  Col¬ 
lier,  deceased,  the  account  of  the  legacy 
of £600  Consols  bequeathed  to  Charles 
Amey  Cook,  and  at  his  death  to  be  di¬ 
vided  between  his  sisters 
Collier,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  legacy  of  2,000  Three  Per  Cent. 
Imperial  Annuities,  bequeathed  to  John 
Collier  by  the  will  of  Joseph  Fernchough, 
Esq. ,  deceased 

Collier,  Mary  Ann,  see  Harvey  v.  Harvey 
Collingwood  v.  Larkins  and  others,  sub¬ 
ject  to  duty 

Collins,  see  Hayes  v.  Collins 
Collins,  see  Meackham  v.  Collins 
Collins  v.  Morrell 

Collins  v.  Price,  the  account  of  Samuel 
Price  and  his  children 
Collins,  Adelaide  Rebecca,  wife  of  Fred¬ 
erick  Williams,  see  Ward  v.  Eaton 
Collins,  Charles,  see  George  Chamberlain 
Collins,  Hannah,  see  re  Often 
Collins  (otherwise  Stacey),  John,  see  Eliza¬ 
beth  Stacey 

Collins,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
of  the  will  of  William  Collins,  late  of 
Witney,  the  account  of  Elizabeth  Sarah 
Smith,  spinster,  a  legatee 
Collis  v.  Blackburn 

Collyns,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  a  settlement  made  by  William 
Collyns,  deceased 
Colmer,  see  Salmon  v.  Osborn 
Colmore,  see  Owen  v.  Barton 
Colmore,  Caroline,  see  Brooke  v.  Gulston 
Colne  Valley  Railway,  ex  parte  the  Colne 
Valley  and  Halstead  Railway  Company, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Colne  Valley  and 
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Halstead  Railway  Act,  1856,  and  the 
Colne  Valley  and  Halstead  Extension 
Act,  1859 

Colvin,  see  Lord  v.  Colvin 
Colvile,  see  Lyon  v.  Colvile 
Colville,  see  Cholmley  v.  Colville 
Colville,  Lady  Elizabeth,  see  Farquharson 
v.  Colville 

Combe,  see  Potts  v.  Combe 
Combe  v.  Acland 

Companies  Acts,  1862  and  1867,  in  the 
matter  of  the  ;  and  in  the  matter  of  the 
Albion  Trading  Company  Limited 
Compton,  see  Pelham  v.  Compton 
Comyn,  see  Metcalfe  v.  Comyn 
Concha,  see  De  Mora  v.  Concha 
Conell  v  Allen,  the  account  of  the  infant 
plaintiff,  Olivia  Coles 
Conell  v  Allen,  the  account  of  the  infant 
plaintiff  Samuel  Richard  Coles 
Conell  v.  Allen,  the  account  of  the  defen 
dant  William  Coles,  one  of  the  children 
of  William  Coles,  deceased 
Conell  v  Allen,  the  account  of  the  plain¬ 
tiffs,  William  Rufus  Petit  Roberts  and 
Diana  Matilda,  his  wife 
Conningham,  see  McAdam  v.  Kilby 
Connel  v.  Earl  Fortescue 
Constable,  see  Henderson  v.  Constable 
Constable  v.  Morgan 
Constable  v.  Thorndyke 
Conway  v.  Lord  Conway,  on  account  of 
the  personal  estate  of  Francis,  Lord 
Conway,  deceased 
Conyers,  see  Bower  v.  Conyers 
Conyers,  see  Corby  v.  Conyers 
Conyers,  William,  see  Leeds,  Mayor  of 
Conyngham,  Emily,  an  infant 
Cooch,  George,  see  Harrison  v.  Mansel 
Cook,  see  Brass  v.  Cook 
Cook,  see  Drummond  v.  Cook 
Cook,  see  Stuart  v.  Cook 
Cook  v.  Burrell,  the  account  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  testator’s  leasehold  estates 
Cook  v.  Pendrey,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  Ellen  Cramp,  deceased 
Cook  v.  Pendrey,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  the  defendant,  Alfred  Hind 
Cook  v.  Maynard,  the  separate  account  of 
Edward  Roberts 

Cook  v.  Maynard,  the  separate  account  of 
George  Roberts 
Cook  v.  Smith 

Cook  v.  Weeley,  Joseph  Jefferson’s  deposit 
account 

Cook,  Charles  Amey,  see  Ann  Gattyward 
Collier 


Cook,  John  Richard  and  Robert,  see 
William  Gibson 

Cook,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Cook,  late  of 
Sutton-upon  Lound,  in  the  county  of 
Nottingham,  Farmer,  deceased 
Cooke,  see  Bateman  v.  Cooke 
Cooke,  see  Bone  v,  Cooke 
Cooke,  see  Camden  v.  Cooke 
Cooke,  see  Grosvenor  v.  Cooke 
Cooke,  see  Gwaves  v.  Cooke 
Cooke,  see  Lucas  v.  Cooke 
Cooke’s  estate,  Cooke  v.  Watling,  1871, 
C.,  13 1,  the  account  of  the  plaintiff 
Frances  Ada  Cooke,  Spinster,  an  infant 
Cooke  v.  Cooke,  Baronet,  the  real  estate 
mortgage  account 
Cooke  v.  Draper 
Cooke  v.  Northrupp 

Cooks,  Winford,  see  Solicitor-General  v. 

Cooks,  Winford 
Cookson  v.  Lay 

Cookson,  Thomas,  absent  beyond  seas 
Coombes,  John,  see  All  Saints,  Poplar 
Cooper,  see  Coffin  v.  Cooper 
Cooper,  see  Prince  v.  Cooper 
Cooper  v.  Baddeley,  the  claim  of  the 
Devon  United  Silver,  Lead  and  Copper 
Mining  Company,  for  calls  due  in  re¬ 
spect  of  testator’s  shares  in  the  said 
Company 

Cooper  v.  Cooper,  the  personal  estate  ac¬ 
count 

Cooper  v.  Cooper,  1867,  C.,  288  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  defendant,'  Benjamin 
Cooper  and  his  incumbrancers 
Cooper  v.  Cooper,  1867,  C.,  288,  the  con¬ 
tingent  account  of  George  Cooper 
Cooper  v.  Cooper,  1867,  C.,  288,  the  con¬ 
tingent  account  of  Harriet  Cooper 
Cooper  v.  Farrer,  the  ^2,000  bond  ac¬ 
count 

Cooper  v.  Hoar,  1867,  C.,  91 
Cooper  v.  Layton  and  Cooper  v.  Layton, 
the  account  of  Robert  Henry  Cooper 
Cooper,  Hannah,  see  Gratton  v.  Pyne 
Cooper,  John,  see  Richard  Apps 
Cooper,  Jonathan,  see  Gratton  v.  Pyne 
Cooper,  Joseph,  see  London  Dock  Com¬ 
pany 

Cooper,  Mary,  see  Read  v.  Strangways 
Cooper,  Robert  Henry,  see  Cooper  v. 
Layton 

Cooper,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
created  by  the  will  of  William  Cooper, 
late  of  Great  Bowden,  in  the  county  of 
Leicester,  Grazier,  deceased 
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Coote  v.  Wingfield 
Cooth,  see  Vince  v.  Cooth 
Copland  v.  Martin 

Coplestone,  see  Sweetland  v.  Coplestone 
Coppock  v.  Coppock 

Coppock  v.  Coppock,  the  account  of 
moneys  to  answer  Jonas  Colbourn’s  claim 
for  ten  thousand  pounds  and  interest 
when  proved 

Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  the  Manor  of  Blunt’s 
Hall,  in  the  county  of  Essex,  enfran¬ 
chisement  moneys 

Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  the  Lords  of  the  Manor 
of  Barton,  in  the  Isle  of  Wight 
Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  the  Manor  of  Chelmsford 
otherwise  Bishop’s  Hall,  in  the  county 
of  Essex 

Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  the  Manor  of  Roecliffe, 
in  the  county  of  York 

Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  the  moneys  arising  from 
the  Manor  of  Rothamsted 

Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
Thellusson  enfranchisement,  Wickham 
and  Byng  Manor 

Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
Thellusson  enfranchisement,  Wickham 
and  Wickham  Manor 

Copyhold  Commissioners,  ex  parte  the, 
Thellusson  enfranchisement,  Hacheston 
Manor 

Corbett,  see  Bolas  v.  Corbett 
Corby  v.  Conyers 
Corfield  v.  Sutton 
Cork  v.  Basford 

Cormack  v.  Russell,  the  account  of  Charles 
Ettershank  free  of  duty 
Cormell,  see  Cull  v.  Cormell 
Cornelius,  Thomasin,  see  Walter  Crocker 

Corner,  George  Ive,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  an  indenture  of  release  dated 
the  19th  November,  1844,  made  be¬ 
tween  George  Ive  Corner,  Mary  Dash- 
wood,  Elizabeth  Beach,  John  Osborn, 
William  Corner  Jackson,  Rosa  Jackson, 
Henry  Jackson,  Selina  Jackson,  Edwin 
Jackson,  and  George  Jackson,  therein 
respectively 

Corney  v.  Tribe,  the  purchase  moneys 
account 

Corragio  or  Coragio,  see  Syms  v.  Lee 
Con-ell,  see  Fortnom  v.  Corrall 


Corvan,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  sum  of  ^408  12s.  iod.  Bank  ^3 
per  cent.  Annuities  bequeathed  by  the 
will  of  Mary  Corvan  in  favour  of 
William  James  Ginivan 
Cossart,  John,  see  Thellasson  v.  Wood¬ 
ford 

Cosser,  see  Radford  v.  Boys 
Cosway,  see  Gurney  v.  Cosway 
Cotes,  see  Trigge  v.  Cotes 
Cotgreave  v.  Walmsley 
Cottam  v.  Phillipps 
Cottam,  see  Hansard  v.  Cottam 
Cottee,  see  Knott  v.  Cottee 
Cotter,  John  B.,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  John  Berkeley  Cotter’s  policy  money, 
the  account  of  Edward  William  Cotter, 
deceased,  subject  to  duty 
Cotterell,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Cot- 
terell 

Cotterell,  see  Carterett  v.  Cotterell 
Cotton  v.  Pedley,  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  John  Hickin 
Cotton,  see  Unet  v.  Cotton 
Cottrell,  see  Roberts 
Cottrell,  see  Wigram  v.  Cottrell 
Coucher,  Jane,  see  Ann  Peppin 
Coultman.  Philip,  see  Woodward 
Court  v.  Jeffery 

Court  v.  Jeffery,  the  account  of  the  un¬ 
claimed  and  lapsed  legacies  of  the 
testator  Alice  Short 

Court  v.  Jeffery,  the  account  of  the  lega¬ 
tee  Mary  Williams  and  her  children 
Courtney  v.  Courtney,  the  Shirehampton 
Estate  account 

Coventry,  see  Ireland  v.  Coventry 
Covill,  Thomas,  see  ex  parte  the  Mid-Kent 
Railway  Company. 

Cowles,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  George  Cowles  and  William  Cowles 
Cowling  v.  Sager,  the  account  of  the  rents 
of  the  real  estate 
Cowper,  see  Horsnail  v.  Cowper 
Cowper,  Richard  and  Sarah,  see  Morris 
Richard 

Cox,  see  Gilbanks  v.  Cox 
Cox,  see  Thomas  Hales 
Cox,  see  Jenkins  v.  Cox 
Cox,  see  Knight  v.  Cox 
Cox  v.  Boyd,  the  separate  account  of  Ed¬ 
mund  John  Boyd 
Cox  v.  King 
Cox  v.  Longmore 
Cox,  Hannah,  see  Milne  v.  Allen 
Cox,  Mrs.  Margaret,  see  Webb  v.  Attor¬ 
ney-General 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


37 


Cox,  Philip  Z.,  the  account  of  Philip  Zach- 
ariah  Cox,  of  Harwood  Hall,  in  the 
county  of  Essex,  Esq.,  and  Robert  Henry 
Bartholomew,  of  New-inn,  in  the  county 
of  Middlesex,  Gentleman,  as  trustees  un¬ 
der  the  will  of  Elizabeth  Atkinson,  late 
of  Guildford  street,  in  the  county  of 
Middlesex,  Widow,  bearing  date  the  28th 
August,  1824,  and  of  a  certain  inden¬ 
ture  of  nine  parts,  bearing  date  13th 
March,  1838  ;  and  Ellen  Atkinson,  wife 
of  William  Atkinson,  of  38  Upper  Baker 
street,  New-road,  in  the  said  county  of 
Middlesex,  Esq. ;  and  the  said  William 
Atkinson,  or  other  the  person  or  persons 
■entitled  to  the  residue  of  a  certain  term 
and  interest  in  certain  premises  described 
in  the  Order  of  the  London  and  Croydon 
Railway  Company,  dated  the  nth 
March,  1839 

Cozens,  William,  Maria,  and  John,  see 
Watkins 

Cracroft,  see  Davies  v.  Cracroft 
Cracroft  v.  Hawkins 
Cradock,  see  Pinkerton  v.  Cradock 
Craggs,  see  Tucker  v.  Craggs 
Cramp,  Ellen,  see  Cook  v.  Pendrey 
Crampton,  Sarah,  see  Turner  v.  Turner 
Crane,  see  Peate  v.  Crane 
Cranke,  see  Bedell  v.  Cranke 

Craven  v.  Williamson,  1857,  C.,  131,  the 
account  of  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
Elizabeth  Hobbs 
Crawford,  see  Hall  v.  Crawford 
Crawford,  Jean  Tucker,  see  Wilson  v. 
Moore 

Crawford,  William,  see  Catherine  Taylor 

Crawfurd  v.  Viscount  Gage,  the  account 
of  the  fund  under  the  will  of  Margaret 
Gage 

Crawley,  see  Gervis  v.  Gervis 
Creech,  Sarah,  see  Honor  Kenn 
Creswick,  Ann  and  Thomas,  see  White, 
Ann 

Crewe,  see  Vernon  v.  Crewe 
Crewe  v.  Crewe,  the  plaintiff,  the  infant’s 
account 

Crichton,  see  Edwards  v.  Crichton 
Crispe,  John  and  William,  see  Holmes  v. 
Crispe 

Croasdaile,  see  Gabbitt  v.  Croasdaile 

Crocker,  Walter,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Walter  Crocker,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  of  ^50  be¬ 
queathed  toThomasin  Cornelius  and  her 
children 


Crocker,  Walter,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Walter  Crocker,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  of  ^50  be¬ 
queathed  to  the  children  of  Elizabeth 
Higgins 

Crocker,  William,  the  son  absent  beyond 
the  seas 

Croft,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the’  trusts 
of  the  residue  of  the  moneys  arising 
under  the  trusts  for  sale  contained  in  an 
indenture  of  appointment  and  release, 
dated  the  23rd  day  of  May,  1827,  and 
between  Thomas  Croft  and  Elizabeth, 
his  wife,  of  the  first  part,  William  Wil¬ 
son  of  the  second  part,  Ann  Bellwood 
of  the  third  part,  and  Charles  Bellwood, 
Frederic  Lucas,  and  James  William 
Parker  of  the  fourth  part 

Crofts,  see  Gale  v.  Crofts 
Crofts,  Louisa,  see  John  Michell 

Cromwell,  Samuel  Thomas,  in  the  matter 
of  the  trusts  of  an  indenture  of  mort¬ 
gage,  dated  the  1st  October,  1851,  and 
made  between  Samuel  Thomas  Cromwell 
and  Thomas  Aylward 
Crook  v.  Bayliffe,  the  account  of  Lucy 
Flowers’  bond  debt 

Crookland,  Mary,  see  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway 
Croome,  see  Martin  v.  Croome 
Croose  v.  Price,  Thomas  Fletcher’s 
account 

Crosbie,  see  Rose,  Geo.  E. 

Cross,  see  Daniel  v.  Cross 
Cross  v.  Cross 

Cross  v.  Swann,  C.,  1863,  41 
Cross,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
created  by  an  indenture  of  mortgage 
from  Henry  Cross  to  George  Gray 
Cross,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate  of 
Mary  Cross,  Cross  v.  Cross,  and  Cross 
v.  Cross,  1859,  C.,  257 
Crossland,  see  Nichols  v.  Crossland 
Crossley’s  trust,  in  the  matter  of 
Crosthwaite  v.  Brown 
Crosthwaite,  Mary  Elizabeth,  see  re 
Roxby 

Crosweller,  see  Sewell  v.  Crosweller 
Crouch,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Crouch,  the 
account  of  the  residue  of  the  testator’s 
estate 

Croudson,  John,  see  Tarbuck  v.  Greenall 
Croudson,  John,  see  Tarbuck  v.  Tarbuck 
Crow  v.  Ward 

Crowe,  see  Hamby  v.  Crowe 
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Crowe,  John  Matthew  and  William  Raper, 
see  John  Wilkinson 
Crowfoot,  see  Clift  v.  Crowfoot 
Crowfoot,  see  Woods  v.  Crowfoot 

Crowther  v.  Hodgson,  Crowther  v.  Crow- 
ther  and  Crowther  v.  Crowther 

Croydon,  &c. ,  Railway,  in  the  matter  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament  made  and  passed 
in  the  2nd  and  3rd  years  of  the  reign  of 
Her  Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  intituled 
“An  Act  for  dissolving  the  Croydon, 
Merstham  and  Godstone  Iron  Railway 
Company.”  The  unclaimed  dividend 
account  of  the  proprietors  of  the  late 
Croydon,  Merstham  and  Godstone  Iron 
Railway 

Cruchley  v.  Burton,  Milbanke  v.  Burton, 

Cruchley  v.  Milbanke,  and  Baker  v. 
Milbanke 

Cruwys,  see  Lawrence  v.  Cruwys 
Crystal  Palace  Railway  Company,  see 
West  End  of  London,  &c.,  Railway 
Company 

Cubitt,  see  Cuthell  v.  Cubitt 
Cudmore,  Mary,  see  Lane  v.  Hobbs 
Cull  v.  Cormell 
Cull  v.  Lloyd 

Cullingford,  Alice,  spinster,  an  infant 
Cullingford,  Ethel  Marian,  spinster,  an 
infant 

Cullum’s  Estate,  Cullum  v.  Cullum,  rent 
account  of  John  Cadogan,  deceased,  and 
William  Cadogan  and  George  Cadogan 
Cummings,  see  Leyburn  v.  Cummings 
Cummins,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  and  codicil  of  James 
Cummins,  deceased 
Cundell  v.  Knowles 

Cunningham,  see  Mowat  v.  Cunningham 
Cunningham,  Eliza  Douthwaite,  see  Byrne 
v.  Norcott 

Cunningham,  John,  see  Gordon  v.  Smith 
Cunynghame,  see  Rose  v.  Cunynghame 
Currant,  William,  see  Hadley  v.  Robins 
Currie  v.  Ball 
Currie  v.  Lewin 

Curtis  v.  Monkton,  the  account  of  Mar¬ 
garet  Lloyd’s  annuity 
Curtis  v.  Sheffield,  and  Curtis  v.  Sheffield, 
the  account  of  Ann  Wenborne,  her  per 
sonal  representative 

Curtis  v.  Wilson,  Ottley  v.  Morris,  Ottley 
v.  Gerrard.  and  Ottley  v.  Follett 
Curzon  v.  Bromley,  the  share  of  Mary 
Plews,  deceased,  late  the  wife  of  George 
Nelson  Grant,  in  the  purchase-money  of 


the  real  estate  sold  to  the  Midland  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

Cuthbertson’s  Estate,  Traherne  v.  Gwyn, 
1865,  C.,  34,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
Hopkin’s  mortgaged  estates 
Cuthell  v.  Cubitt 

Cuthell  v.  Cubitt,  the  account  of  Isabella 
Cuthell,  a  legatee  and  next-of-kin  of 
John  Cuthell,  deceased 
Curwen,  John  C.,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  family  settlement  of  the  late 
John  Christian  Curwen,  so  far  as  the 
same  relate  to  a  term  of  1,000  years 
created  thereby,  and  of  the  trusts  of  the 
bond  of  the  21st  day  of  January,  1820 
Da  Costa,  see  Delgado  v.  Da  Costa 
Dacre,  Baron,  see  Phillips  v.  Baron  Dacre 
Dacre,  Lord,  see  Hewitt  v.  Lord  Dacre 
Dacre,  Lord,  see  Barry  v.  Lord  Dacre 
Daintry  v.  Wardle,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  Mercy  Plant  the  younger,  af¬ 
terwards  the  wife  of  Joseph  Eldershawy 
one  of  the  ten  children  of  the  defend¬ 
ants,  John  Plant  and  Mercy,  his  wife 
Daisley,  see  Dickinson’s  estate 
Dakevne,  Anna  Maria,  v.  Charles  Flint 
and  others 

Dale,  Mary,  see  Lovegrove  v.  Smith 
Dallas  v.  Powell,  the  settlement  account 
of  Susannah  Powell 

Dalrymple,  Susannah,  see  McAdam  v. 
Kilby 

Daly,  William  Henry,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind 

Damer,  see  Earl  of  Portarlington  v.  Darner 
Dancocks,  see  Hawker’s  estate 
Daniel  v.  Cross,  and  Daniel  v.  Edye 
Daniel  v.  Helder,  1862,  D.,  87,  the 

account  of  the  legacies  bequeathed  by 
the  will  and  codicils,  of  Richard  Holmes 
to  or  for  the  benefit  of  Elizabeth  Birt 
Alice  Yonge,  and  her  children 
Daniel  v.  Manning 

Daniells,  Robert,  see  Vazey  v,  Reynolds 
Dare  v.  Edwards 
Darell,  see  Todd  v.  Darell 
Darenth  Valley  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the  undertaking  of  the  Darenth 
Valley  Railway  Company  for  making  a 
railway  from  the  North  Kent  Line  of  the 
South  Eastern  Railway  at  Dartford,  in 
the  county  of  Kent,  to  Farningham,  in 
the  said  county 
Darley,  see  Harris  v.  Darley 
Darnborgh,  Joseph,  see  William  Dawson 
Dash  wood,  Mary,  see  George  Ive  Corner 
Dashwood  v.  Latter 
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Daubney,  see  Francis  Taylor 
Davidson,  see  Naoroji  v.  Davidson 
Davidson,  see  Humphrey  v.  Davidson 
Davidson,  see  Lambton  v.  Davidson 
Davidson  v.  Tuthill,  the  contingent  legacy 
account  of  Davidson  McFarlan 
Davies,  see  Drapers’  Company  v.  Davies 
Davies,  see  Evans  v.  Davies 
Davies,  see  Gough  v.  Davies 
Davies,  see  Jacobson  v.  Davies 
Davies,  see  Powell  v.  Davies 
Davies,  see  Owen  v.  Davies 
Davies,  see  Thomas  v.  Thomas 
Davies  v.  Cracroft,  debts  of  the  testator 
Walter  Watkins  remaining  unpaid 
Davies  v.  Cracroft,  the  defendant  Charles 
Watkins  Cracroft’s  copyhold  estate 
account 

Davies  v.  Byrom 
Davies  v.  Martin 
Davies  v.  Orr,  subject  to  duty 
Davies  v.  Ogden,  the  account  of  the  estate 
of  William  Ogden  Davies 
Davies  v.  Williams 

Davies,  Caroline  Amelia,  see  Gough  v. 
Davies 

Davies,  Frances,  see  South  Wales  Railway 

Davies,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
estate  of  John  Davies,  late  of  the  city  of 
Bristol,  Dyer,  deceased 
Davies’,  John,  estate,  1858,  D.,  40,  the 
legacy  to  Dermont  Lewis,  deceased 

Davies,  the  Rev.  John,  see  ex  parte  the 
Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the 
borough  of  Birmingham 

Davies,  Samuel  Ambrose,  see  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway , 
Company 

Davies,  William  Ogden,  see  Davies  v. 
Ogden 

Davis,  see  Andrew  Diesch 
Davis,  see  Dudfield  v.  Davis 
Davis,  see  Lovegrove  v.  Davis 
Davis,  see  Knight  v.  Davis 
Davis,  Thomas,  see  Harris  v.  Barnes 
Davison,  see  Powell  v.  Davison 
Dawes,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  personal  estate  of  Ann  Dawes,  de¬ 
ceased 

Dawkins  v.  Doveton.  Owen  Bonnell’s 
account 

Dawkins  v.  Rose 

Dawkins,  Elizabeth  and  John,  see  Free¬ 
man  v.  Parsley 

Dawson,  see  Gibson  v.  Dawson 
Dawson  v.  Dawson,  1868,  D.,  60,  Sir 


Henry  Charles  Blake’s  indemnity  ac¬ 
count 

Dawson  v.  Dawson,  and  Dawson  v.  Daw¬ 
son 

Dawson  v.  Stone,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  estate  of  Walter  Weldon,  deceased 

Dawson,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Dawson, 
deceased,  so  far  as  the  same  relate  to  a 
legacy  thereby  bequeathed  to  Joseph 
Darnbrough 

Day,  see  Neale  v.  Day 
Day,  see  Hulkes  v.  Day 
Day,  see  Suffield  v.  Day 
Daykin,  Elizabeth,  see  Chennell  v.  Martin 
Daynes,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trust  estate  of  William  Daynes,  de¬ 
ceased,  the  share  of  Matthew  Daynes  of 
the  residuary  estate 

De  Acevedo,  Don  Juan,  see  Clark  v. 
Addington 

Deacle,  Sophia,  see  Brighton  and  Chiches¬ 
ter  Railway 

Dean,  see  Riches  v.  Dean 
Dean  v.  Gibson,  1855,  D.,  98 

Dean  Central  Railway,  ex  parte  an  under¬ 
taking  to  extend  the  time  for  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  Forest  of  Dean  Central 
Railway,  and  for  other  purposes 

Deane,  see  Lyon  v.  Deane 
Deane,  see  Martindale  v.  Deane 
Deane,  John,  see  Webber 
Dearden,  see  Phelps  v.  Dearden 
Dearden,  James,  see  Manchester  and 
Leeds  Railway  Company 
Deare  v.  Bates,  the  share  of  Thomas 
Charles  Millington,  in  the  fund  hereto¬ 
fore  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  Mill¬ 
ington  settlement  account 
Deare  v.  Bates,  the  account  of  the  legal 
personal  representatives  of  John  Milling¬ 
ton,  deceased 
DeBeaupin  v.  Edlyn 

Debenham,  Robert,  see  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company 

De  Blaquiere,  see  Vander-Gucht  v.  De 
Blaquiere 

De  Brissac,  Sebastian  Nash,  see  Kirby  v. 
Falkner 

De  Burgh,  see  Brooks  v.  De  Burgh 
“  Decade,”  His  Majesty’s  ship,  see  Hey- 
den  v.  Owen 
Deconnick  v.  Francia 

De  Conessin,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of,  the  legacy  be¬ 
queathed  to  the  children  of  George  De 
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Conessin  and  to  the  daughters  of  Moron 
(or  Maurice)  De  Conessin 
Deeming,  Charles,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Charles  Deeming  the 
elder,  late  ofSowe  Wastle,  in  the  county 
of  Warwick,  Farmer,  deceased 
De  Gorgollo  v.  Garcias 
De  Gorgollo  v.  Garcias,  the  account  of  the 
bills  of  lading  and  certificate  numbered 
24,  181,  188,  and  189 
De  Gorgollo  v.  Garcias,  the  account  of  the 
claim  for  Spanish  duties 
Delafosse,  see  Hawksley  v.  Delafosse 
De  la  Hooke  v.  Hill,  the  account  of  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  Charles  Henry  Sayce,  de¬ 
ceased 

Delahunt,  Francis,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  legacy  given  by  the  will  of 
Francis  Delahunt  to  Francis  Hart,  a 
person  of  unsound  mind 
Delamere,  ex  parte  the  Commissioners  for 
inclosing  the  Forest  of  Delamere,  in  the 
county  of  Chester 
Delaval,  see  Baker  v.  Delaval 
Delgado  v.  Da  Costa 
Delisser,  see  Sylvester  v.  Delisser 
Delmedico  v.  Valle 
De  Meza  see  Lorenza  v.  DeMeza 
De  Mora  v.  Concha 
De  Mouritz  v.  Plincke 

Denham,  William,  see  Jones  v.  LordLang- 
dale 

Denison,  see  Wood  v.  Denison 
Denison  v.  Avison,  funds  applicable  to  the 
payment  of  the  creditors  of  the  partner¬ 
ship  firm  of  Henry  Holmes  and  Sons 
Dennis,  see  Parker,  Samuel 
Dennis,  Sarah  A.,  see  Ryde 
Denny,  Catherine  Helen  and  George,  see 
Macbean  v.  Babington 
Denshire,  see  Banks  v.  Denshire 
Dent,  see  Minard,  Ann 
Dent,  Paul,  see  Wilson,  Henry 
Denton,  see  Wharton  v.  Denton 
Denyer  v.  Bettesworth 
De  Perrin  v.  Eastland 
De  Perrin  v.  Eastland,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiff,  Thomas  Mathison 
1  )e  Ponthieu,  Messrs  ,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  trust  estate  of  Messrs.  De 
Ponthieu 

De  Prefond,  Margaret  Girardot,  see  Bris¬ 
tow  v.  Ward 

Derelict  Property,  in  the  matter  of  the 
proceeds  of  Derelict  Property  brought 
into  the  Port  of  Nassau,  in  New  Provi 
dence,  and  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the 


rightful  owner  when  appearing  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  Act  1 2th  Anne,  cap,  18,  sec.  2 
Dering,  Sir  Edward,  Bart.,  in  the  matter 
of  the  trusts  of  the  legacy  of  ^2,500 
Four  per  cent.  Consolitated  Bank 
Annuities,  bequeathed  by  the  codicil  to 
the  will  of  the  late  Sir  Edward  Dering, 
Bart.,  in  trust  for  Elizabeth  Winchester, 
for  her  life 

Dering  v.  Bentham,  Ann  Alley  and 
Mary  Turfrey,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Derings,  infants,  v.  Lambard 
Desvignes,  Peter  Hubert,  see  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway 
Company 
!  De  Tastet,  see  Jolly  v.  De  Tastet 
Detillin  v.  Gale,  Detillin  v.  Legg,  and 
Detillin  v.  Peters 

Devaynes  v.  Noble,  Baring  v.  Noble, 
Devaynes  v.  Noble,  and  Baring  v. 
Noble 

Devon  United  Silver,  Lead  and  Copper 
Mining  Company,  see  Cooper  v.  Bad- 
deley 

Devon  and  Somerset  Railway  Company, 
ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Devon 
and  Somerset  Railway  Act,  1864.  The 
trusts  of  the  settlement  on  the  marriage 
of  George  Rogers  Harding 
De  Winton  v.  Hall,  1864,  D.,  129 
Dick  v.  Lushington,  the  account  of  the 
servants  of  the  testator  James  Ellis,  in 
India 

Dick,  Catherine,  see  Warrington,  &c.. 
Railway 

D'ckenson,  see  Hunt  v.  Dickenson 
Dickerson,  Elizabeth,  see  White,  Richard 
Dickie,  v.  Walker 

Dickinson,  see  Thomson  v.  Dickinson 
Dickinson,  see  Mainwaring  v.  Dickinson 
Dickinson  v.  Pickering,  Frances  Byrd’s 
personal  estate 
Dickinson  v.  Rusbridger 
Dickinson  v.  Todd 

Dickinson’s  estate.  Daisley  v.  Dickinson 
Dickons,  see  Saunderson  v.  Dickons 
Dickson,  see  Romney  v.  Dickson 
Dickson,  Kathleen,  an  infant  legatee 
IJiesch,  re  Andrew,  deceased,  and  Davis 
v.  Oakley,  1869,  D.,  96 
Dimsdale,  see  Silk  v.  Dimsdale 
Dimsey,  Ralph  Quested,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Ralph  Quested  Dim¬ 
sey,  deceased,  the  account  of  Eliza  Agnes 
Merritt,  one  of  the  residuary  legatees 
and  next-of-kin  of  the  said  testator 
Dineley,  Harriot  Gifford,  a  lunatic,  the 
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account  of  the  lunatic’s  life  interest  in 
the  estate  of  Ann  Williams,  deceased 
Dines  v.  Champion,  Wilson  v.  Revett, 
and  Wilson  v.  Revett 
Dixon,  see  Boulter  v.  Viscountess  Dun- 
garvan 

Dixon,  see  Esling  v.  Dixon 
Dixon,  see  lies  v.  Dixon 
Dixon,  see  Lancaster  v.  Dixon 
Dixon,  see  Stephens  v.  Dixon 
Dixon,  see  Treacher  v.  Dixon 
Dixon,  see  Wetherby  v.  Dixon 
Dixon  v.  Langhorn,  the  account  of  Robert 
Owen  and  James  Henry  Dixon,  unpaid 
creditors  of  Edward  Dixon,  the  intestate 
Dixon  v.  Alexander,  the  account  of  the 
annuitant,  Sarah  Dixon 
Dixon  v.  Wilder,  1869,  D  ,  49 
Dixon  v.  Wilkinson,  proceeds  of  sale  made 
for  effectuating  the  purposes  of  the  Act 
6th  and  7th  Victoria,  cap.  21 
Dixon,  Henry,  a  person  absent  beyond  the 
seas 

Dixon,  Sarah,  see  Dixon  v.  Alexander 

Dobson,  see  Bowman  v.  Dobson 

Dobson,  Ann,  see  Powell  v.  Davison 

Docker  v.  Homer 

Dockwra,  see  Cheyne  v.  Dockwra 

Dod,  see  Beaman  v.  Dod 

Dod,  see  Bodens  v.  Dod  * 

Dodd,  see  Norris  v.  Dodd 
Dodd,  Jane,  see  Mary  Wright 
Dodd  v.  Rose,  1865,  D.,  147,  the  account 
of  William  Henry  Greenfield,  the  infant 
heir  of  the  intestate  Henry  Greenfield 
Dodd  v.  Wynne 

Dodgson,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Mary  Dodgson,  deceased, 
the  account  of  John  Fawcett  s  share  of 
the  residue 

Dodgson,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Mary  Dodgson,  deceased, 
the  account  of  Jonathan  Fawcett’s  share 
of  the  residue 

Dodsley,  see  Stocks  v.  Dodsley 
Dollond  v.  Johnson,  the  account  o  costs 
Donn  v.  Watson 

Donnithorne,  James,  late  of  the  city  of 
Hereford,  Esq. 

Donovan,  George,  see  London,  Brighton, 
&c.,  Railway 

Doody  v.  Higgins,  the  account  of  John 
Moreton,  deceased,  who  was  next  of- 
kin  of  Thomas  Moreton,  deceased 
Doody  v.  Higgins,  the  legacy  account  of 
the  representatives  of  the  next-of-kin  of 
John  Stevenson 


Doody  v.  H  ggins,  the  account  of  Sarah, 
the  late  wife  of  William  Boycott,  de¬ 
ceased 

Dore,  see  Oakley,  Alfred 
Dorgan,  see  Turner  v.  Dorgan 
Dorman  v.  Buckley,  the  account  of  the 
annuity  of  Anne  Wilcox 
Dorricot,  Martha,  an  infant  legatee 
Dorset  Railway  Company,  see  Somerset 
and  Dorset  Railway  Company 
Douce  v.  Viscountess  Torrington,  the  per¬ 
sonal  estate  of  the  testator,  Lord  Vis¬ 
count  Torrington 
Doughty  v.  Greenhill 
Doughty,  Margaret,  see  Small  v.  Lucas 
Douglas,  William  Brice,  deceased,  in  the 
matter  of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of 
Douglas,  see  Paxton  v.  Douglas 
Douglas,  see  Pulteney  v.  Douglas 
Doveton,  see  Dawkins  v.  Doveton 
Dow,  Thomas  Crocket,  an  infant  legatee 
Dowbiggen,  see  Williams  v.  Dowbiggen 
Dowdingv.  Bartley,  William Barnes’legacy 
account 

Dowle  v.  Lucy,  the  account  of  John  Philip 
Jenkins 

Dowle  v.  Lucy,  the  account  of  George 
Ireland  Jenkins 

Dowler,  see  Oldham  v.  Dowler 
Down  v.  Wright 

Down  v.  Worral,  Jane  Sanders,  Widow, 
her  account 

Downes,  see  Pearce  v.  Milner 
Downes  v.  Moore 
Downes  v.  Downes 
Downes  v.  Smith 
Downing,  see  Eliza  Taylor 
Downing  v.  Bell,  and  Lord  Montford  v. 
Downing 

Downing  v.  Graves,  Beaupre  Bell 
Downing  v.  Richardson 
Dowse,  William  Edward  Leigh,  and  Fran¬ 
ces  Elizabeth,  see  Esther  Gardner 
Drakeley,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trust  account  of  the  residuary  estate  of 
Willism  Drakeley,  the  proceeds  of  the 
accumulations  of  rents  of  John  Drake- 
ley’s  real  estate,  the  account  of  William 
Drakeley  or  his  assignees,  free  of  duty 
Draper,  see  Cooke  v.  Draper 
Draper  v.  Drax,  the  person  or  persons  en¬ 
titled  to  and  interested  in  the  estate  of 
the  defendant,  Elizabeth  Lewin,  Widow, 
deceased,  subject  to  duty 
Draper,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  John  Draper,  deceased,  and  Gowing 
v.  Goodcheape,  the  account  of  the  one- 
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sixth  share  of —  Fleming,  in  the  residu- 1 
ary  personal  estate  of  John  Draper,  the 
testator 

Drapers’  Company  and  others  v.  Davies 
and  others 

Drawbridge,  Charles  Parker,  see  Imperial 
Mercantile  Credit  Association  v.  Lon¬ 
don  Chatham,  &c.,  Railway  Company 
Drax,  see  Draper  v.  Drax 
Drayner,  see  Jackson  v.  Drayner 
Drever  v.  Mawdesley,  the  timber  account 
Drever  v.  Mawdesley,  the  one  hundred 
year’s  term  account 
Drew,  see  Guyver  v.  Drew 
Drew,  Margaret,  see  Broad  v.  Bevan 
Drewery,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Drewery,  late  of 
Marsh  Side,  in  Workington,  in  the 
county  of  Cumberland.  Gentlemen, 
deceased,  ex  parte  John  Drewery,  one 
of  the  residuary  legatees  of  the  said 
John  Drewery,  deceased 
Druce,  see  Monk  v.  Druce 
Drummond  v.  Cook 

Drummond,  Annie,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Annie  Drummond, 
Widow,  deceased,  the  legacy  of  ^1,000 
bequeathed  to  Gawen  Shotter  and  his 
children 

Drummond,  see  Tatham  v.  Drummond 
Drummond,  James,  see  Walter  Boyd 
Duane,  see  White  v.  Duane 
Duckers,  Ann,  see  Hudson  v.  Hartness 
Duckett,  see  Loy  v.  Ducket 
Ducomick  v.  Ward 
Dudfield  v.  Davis 

Dudley  v.  Warner,  the  personal  estate 
Dudley,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust  of 
Duesbury  v.  Kean 

Duffield  v.  Elwes,  the  legacy  of  John 
Morehen 

Dugdale,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  theresiduarv  bequest  contained 
in  the  will  of  Robert  Dugdale,  deceased, 
bearing  date  28th  December,  1848 
Du  Hourmelin  v.  Sheldon,  the  costs 
account 
Duke  v.  Pretty 

Dulamee,  see  Wood  v.  Dulamee 
Dumerton,  Samuel,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Samuel  Dumerton, 
late  of  Brightlingsea,  in  the  county  of 
Essex,  Shopkeeper,  deceased 
Dun  River  Company,  see  South  Yorkshire 
Railway,  &c. 

Dunboyne,  Baron  of,  v.  Brander,  the 
account  of  principal  of  testator’s  estate 


Dunboyne,  Baron  of,  v.  Brander,  the 
account  of  income  of  the  testator’s  estate 
Duncan  v,  Blakeney 
Duncan  v.  Payne 
Dundas,  see  Wilding  v.  Bolden 
Dunderdale  v.  Wells 

Dungarvan,  Viscountess,  see  Boulter  v. 

Viscountess  Dungarvan 
Dunkley,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Dunkley 
Dunlop,  see  Elmslie  v.  Dunlop 
Dunlop,  William,  see  Gordon  v.  Smith 
Dunn  v.  Mason,  1861,  D.,  83,  the  contin¬ 
gent  account  of  the  infant  plaintiffs, 
George  Dunn  the  younger,  Eliza  Dunn, 
Emily  Dunn,  Josephine  Dunn,  and 
Caroline  Dunn,  subject  to  duty 
Dunn,  Joseph,  see  St.  Quintin  v.  St. 
Quintin 

Dunn,  see  Chapman,  Catherine 
Dunnicliff,  see  Smith  v.  Dunnicliff 
Dunning,  see  Robert  Owen 
Dunsford,  Samuel  L.,  see  Price  v.  Price 
Duntze  v.  Halliday 

Dupuis  v.  Dupuis,  the  account  of  the  in¬ 
surance  mentioned  in  the  Master’s  re¬ 
port 

Durbin  v.  Esdaile 

Durham  Junction  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the 

Durham,  Lord  Bishop  of,  see  Sunderland 
Dock  Company 
Durnford  v.  Butler 

Durnford  v.  Lane.  In  Master  Wilmot’s 
office 

Dutton,  see  Strother  v.  Dutton 
Dutton,  John  Alexander,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  respective  shares  and 
interests  of  John  Alexander  Dutton  and 
George  Hill  Dutton,  under  the  will  of 
Mary  Dutton,  deceased 
Dye,  see  Patch  v.  Dye 
Dyer,  see  Whitehead  v.  Dyer 
Dyer,  see  Hookes  v.  Dyer 
Dyer  v  Dyer,  the  defendant  Margaret 
Broadway,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Dymoke,  Sir  Henry,  see  Great  Northern 
Railway 

Dynevor,  Lord,  see  Vale  of  Neath  Rail¬ 
way 

Dynevor,  George  Talbot  Rice,  Baron,  ex 
parte  the  Right  Honourable  George 
Talbot  Rice,  Baron  Dynevor,  as  tenant 
for  life,  and  the  Honourable  George 
Rice  Rice  Trevor  (son  of  the  said  Baron) 
as  tenant  in  tail  of  and  in  one  undivided 
moiety  or  half  part  or  other  share  of  and 
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in  the  lands  hereinafter  mentioned  ;  and 
of  John  Matthew  Richards,  Esq. 

Dyte,  see  Richard  C.  Smith 
Ealand,  see  Skelton  v.  Ealand 
East  Anglian  Railways  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  East  Anglian 
Railways  Act,  1847 

East  Kent  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  *the  account  of  Susannah  Spilsbury 
and  others  the  parties  interested 
East  Kent  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  James  Temple,  of  St. 
Margaret’s-at  Cliffe,  in  the  county  of 
Kent,  Schoolmaster,  and  Henry  Tem¬ 
ple,  of  the  same  place,  a  Commander  in 
the  Royal  Navy,  the  trustees  of  the  late 
John  Whitehead,  Esq.,  deceased,  and 
his  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
East  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the 

East  London  Waterworks  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  James  Daniel  Chassereau 
East  and  West  India  Docks,  ex  parte  the, 
and  Birmingham  Junction  Railway 
Company,  in  the  matter  of  the  East  and 
West  India  Docks  and  Birmingham 
Junction  Railway  Act,  1846 
East  and  West  India  Docks,  ex  parte  the, 
and  Birmingham  Junction  Railway 
Company,  the  estate  of  Walter  Gray, 
deceased 

Eastbourne  Waterworks  Company,  ex 
parte  the;  the  estates  in  the  parisn  of 
Eastbourne,  devised  in  strict  settlement 
by  the  will  of  Charles  Gilbert,  Esq., 
deceased 

Eastern  Counties  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the 

Eastern  Counties,  ex  parte  the,  and  Lon¬ 
don  and  Blackwall  Railway  Companies, 
in  the  matter  of  the  London,  Tilbury, 
and  Southend  Extension  Railway  Act, 
1852, 

Eastern  Counties,  ex  parte  the,  and  Lon¬ 
don  and  Blackwall  Railway  Companies, 
the  account  of  James  Clift,  of  30, 
Bloomsbury-square,  Middlesex,  Esq., 
as  the  person  in  procession 
Easthope  v.  Henderson,  the  contingent 
legacy  duty  on  specific  bequest  account 
Eastland,  see  De  Perrin  v.  Eastland 
Eastleak,  see  Wallen  v.  Estleak 
Eastwood,  see  Haslam  v.  Eastwood 
Eaton,  see  Ward  v.  Eaton 
Eaton’s  Estate,  1856,  E.,  30,  the  account 
of  Elizabeth  Green  and  the  nephews  and 


nieces  of  Robert  Green,  the  testator  in 
these  causes  named,  living  at  the  date 
of  the  will  of  the  said  testator 
Eaton  v.  Attorney-General,  1861,  E.,  82 
Eaton  v.  Joy,  the  account  of  Anne  Eaton, 
Widow,  and  her  nine  children 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  see  ex  parte 
Herne  Bay 

Eddes  v.  Benton,  the  testator’s  rever¬ 
sionary  account 

Eddowes,  see  Hinton  v.  Eddowes 
Ede,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
fund  under  the  will  of  George  Ede, 
Esq.,  deceased 

Ede  v.  Edmunds,  and  Edmunds  v.  Ed¬ 
munds,  the  share  of  Edwin  Edmunds 
Edenden,  see  Porter  v.  Edenden 
Edens,  Thomas,  see  Wood  v.  Underwood 
Edes  v.  Rose,  the  account  of  —  Brooks, 
son  of  Jane  Brooks 
Edington,  see  Lloyd  v.  Edington 
Edlyn,  see  De  Beaupin  v.  Edlyn 
Edmond,  Solomon  Callis,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of,  deceased,  the 
account  of  Ethel  Walgate,  an  infant 
Edmonds  v.  Bree 

Edmonds,  Charlotte,  see  White,  Amelia, 
Sarah 

Edmonds,  Richard,  and  Martha  his  wife, 
see  Mills,  Abraham 

Edmondson,  Rachel,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  residuary  estate  of  Rachel 
Edmondson,  deceased 
Edmondson,  see  Wilson  v.  Edmondson 
Edmunds,  see  Ede  v.  Edmunds 
Edwards,  see  Dare  v.  Edwards 
Edwards,  see  Fournier  v.  Edwards 
Edwards,  see  Gray  v.  Edwards 
Edwards,  see  Gwynne  v.  Edwards 
Edwards,  see  Ridge  v.  Edwards 
Edwards,  see  Tomlinson  v.  Edwards 
Edwards,  see  Winter  v.  Innes 
Edwards  v.  Crichton,  personalty  subject 
to  duty 

Edwards  v.  Geeve 
Edwards  v.  Raynor 
Edwards  v.  Shew 

Edwards,  Edward  Watkins,  see  London, 
Brighton,  &c.,  Railway  Company 
Edwards,  Elizabeth,  see  Bateman  v.  Cooke 
Edye,  see  Daniel  v.  Cross 
Egeltson,  Thomas,  see  Bristol,  Mayor  of 
Egremont  Trustees,  see  Minehead  Railway 
Eldershaw,  Joseph,  see  Daintry  v.  Wardle 
Ellerton  v.  Stockdale 
Ellins,  see  Hall  v.  Ellins 
Elliott,  see  Georges  v.  Georges 


44 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Elliott,  see  Brooke  v.  Elliott 
Elliott  v.  Halmarack,  the  account  of  Jean 
Stalker  and  John  Stalker 
Elliott  v.  Williams 
Elliott,  John  White,  the  infant 
Ellis,  see  Style  v.  Ellis 
Ellis,  see  Osborne  v.  Ellis 
Ellis  v.  Nicholas,  and  Nicholas  v.  South- 
well,  in  Master  Burroughs  office 
Ellis  v.  Weare 
Ellis,  see  Hewitt  v.  Ellis 
Ellis,  James,  see  Dick  v.  Lushington 
Elmhirst  v.  Rawlinson 
Elmslie  v.  Dunlop  and  wife  (late  Ogilvie), 
the  personal  estate  of  John  Ogilvie 
Elster,  see  Jennings  v.  Elster 
Elton  v.  Glover 
Elwes,  see  Duffield  v.  Elwes 
Ely  v.  Ely,  the  account  of  the  plaintiff, 
Mary  Ann  Ely,  for  life,  free  from  legacy 
duty 

Emerson,  see  Fenn  v.  Emerson 
Emerton  v.  Halfpenny 
Emery,  see  Ridding  v.  Collier 
Emrie,  Margaret  Elizabeth  Douglas  Isa¬ 
bella,  see  Thomas  Newns 
England,  North  of,  Joint  Stock  Banking 
Company,  see  Brandling  v.  Plummer 
English  v.  Hendrick 
English  v.  Bludworth 
Erington,  Sir  Rowland  Stanley,  Bart.,  see 
Newcastle  and  Gateshead  Water  Com¬ 
pany 

Esdaile,  see  Durbin  v.  Esdaile 
Esdaile,  see  Hance  v.  Esdaile 
Esling  v.  Dixon,  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
the  testator’s  real  estates 
Essex  v.  Clement,  and  Shaw  v.  Clement, 
the  account  of  Mary  Clarke,  Spinster, 
subject  to  legacy  duty 
Essex,  Earl  of,  see  Lord  Monson  v.  Earl 
of  Essex 

Ettershank,  Charles,  see  Cormack  v. 
Russell 

Evans,  see  Berrington  v.  Evans 
Evans,  see  Nelmes  v.  Evans 
Evans’  land,  see  Pritchard  v.  Boddy 
Evans,  see  Wilson  v.  Evans 
Evans  v.  Davies,  1866,  E.,  94,  the  real 
estate  account 

Evans  v.  Goode,  the  account  of  George 
William  Houghton 
Evans  v.  Kyffin 
Evans  v.  Warner 

Evans,  Gwen,  see  Garnons  v.  Clerke 
Evans,  Mary  Elizabeth,  see  Bould  v. 
Boyes 


Evans,  Henry,  see  Nelmes  v.  Evans 
Evans,  William,  see  Tuffnell  v.  Stoe 
Everard,  see  Greenhough,  Mary  Ann 
Everett,  see  Wagstaffe  v.  Everett 
Everett  v.  Williams 
Everett  v.  Thurlow 

Everett  v.  Thurlow,  ex  parte  the  purchas¬ 
ers  of  the  estates,  late  of  the  Honour¬ 
able  Mary  Lyon,  deceased 
Everidge  v.  Wood 
Eversden  v.  Lepla 

Everson,  Michael  and  Robert,  see  Francis 
Folkard 

Every,  Sir  Henry,  ex  parte  the  purchaser 
or  purchasers  of  the  estate  of  Sir  Henry 
Every,  Baronet 

Ewens,  see  Nicholetts  v.  Ewens 
Eyden,  see  Gibbons  v.  Eyden 
Eyre  v.  Turton 

Eyre  v.  Wake,  the  account  of  Clementina 
Eyre,  deceased 

Eyre,  see  Mullock  v.  Mathews 
Fabling  v.  Stanger 
Fagg,  see  Joyce  v.  Fagg 
Fairburn  v.  Bluitt,  William  Tipping,  his 
wife  and  five  children,  their  account 
Fairfax  (Lord),  see  Bothomley  v.  Lord 
Fairfax 

Falconer,  see  Hull  v.  Falconer 
Falconer,  Isabella  Jane  and  Reverend  Will¬ 
iam,  see  Tomlins  v.  Tomlins 
Faldes  v.  Moody,  rents  and  profits 
Falkener,  see  Kirby  v.  Falkener 
Falmouth,  Right  Honourable  Evelyn  Bos- 
cawen,  Lord  Viscount,  see  Kent  Coast 
Railway 

Fane,  see  Parry  v.  Fane 
Fardell,  see  Hoyland  v.  Fardell 
Farley,  John  and  Susan,  see  Gregory  v. 
Lockyer 

Farman,  see  New  v.  Farman 
Farmer,  see  Rugg  v.  Farmer 
Farmer,  see  Blackburn  v.  Farmer 
Farmer  v.  Sleigh 

Farquharson  v.  Colville,  Lady  Elizabeth, 
the  annuitant’s  account 
Farr,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  legacy  of  ^200  stock  bequeathed 
by  the  will  of  Elizabeth  Farr  to  Frances 
Stares,  her  children  and  others 
Farrar  v.  Bennett 
Farrell,  see  Oldaker  v.  Lavender 
Farrell,  Hannah,  see  Wedge,  Stephen 
Farrer,  see  Cooper  v.  Farrer 
Farrimond  v.  Baron 

Fauconberg,  Earl,  see  Belasyse  v.  Worn- 
bell 
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Faulger,  Florence  Elizabeth  Crocker,  an 
infant  legatee 

Faulkner  v.  Fletcher,  the  annuitant’s  ac¬ 
count 

Fawcett,  James  and  John,  see  Caledonian 
Railway  Company 
Fawcett,  see  Horsley  v.  Fawcett 
Fawcett,  John  and  Jonathan,  see  Mary 
Dodgson 
Fay  v.  Fullarton 

Fearn,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  estate  of  John  Fearn,  an  intestate,  de¬ 
ceased,  so  far  as  respects  a  moiety  of  the 
residue  of  his  estate,  the  account  of  Jo¬ 
seph  Abel,  if  he  was  living  on  the  2nd 
April,  1862 

Feather,  see  Ascough  v.  Feather 
Featley,  see  Green  v.  Featley 
Feaver,  Maria,  see  Carter  v.  Faggart 
Fenn  v.  Emerson 
Fenton,  see  Allen  v.  Fenton 
Fenton,  see  Attorney- General  v.  Hospital 
of  William  Wyggeston 
Fenwick,  see  Peart  v.  Fenwick 
Fenwick  v.  Annesley 
Fereday  v.  Adam 

Fern,  Maria,  see  Lathbury,  Richard 
Fernehough,  Joseph,  see  John  Collier 
Ferrers,  Earl,  see  Shirley  v.  Earl  Ferrers 
Ferrier,  Julia,  absent  beyond  seas 
Ferrow  v.  Bowman,  the  plaintiff,  Walter 
Macowat,  and  Agnes  his  wife,  their  ac¬ 
count 

Festiniog  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Festiniog  Railway 
Act,  1869,  in  respect  of  lands  wherein 
the  Rev.  Morris  Parry  has  a  partial  or 
qualified  interest 

Fetherston,  John,  see  Birmingham,  Oxford 
Junction  Railway  Company 
Field,  see  Coffin  v.  Cooper 
Field,  Mrs.,  see  Townshend  v.  Martin 
Field’s  Estate,  and  Hardy  v.  Newton, 
1866,  F.,  74 

Fielden  v.  Fielden,  the  account  of  the 
testator’s  real  estates 
Fielder  v.  Flight 
’Fielder,  see  Cochrane  v.  Fielder 
Fielding  v.  Nutting 

Filby  v.  Filby,  the  claim  in  respect  of  the 
personal  estate  of  Harriet  Cod,  de¬ 
ceased,  subject  to  duty 
Finch,  see  Strutt  v.  Finch 
Finch,  see  Hughes  v.  Lipscombe 
Finch  v.  Squire 

Finch,  Edward,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  an  indenture  of  assignment  for  the 


benefit  of  the  creditors  of  the  late  Hon¬ 
ourable  and  Reverend  Edward  Finch, 
deceased,  dated  15th  day  of  June,  1819 
Finey,  see  Whittaker  v.  Finey 
Finlayson,  see  Thomas  v.  Finlayson 
Finley  v.  Basden,  the  account  of  the  infant 
plaintiff  Mary  Ann  Finley 
Firth,  see  Franklin  v.  Firth 
Firth,  see  Bendy  v.  Firth 
Firth,  Nathan  and  William,  see  Attorney- 
General  v.  Scott 
Fisher  v.  Pease,  1868,  F. ,  47 
Fisher,  see  Spires  v.  Fisher 
Fisher,  see  Hancox  v.  Hancox 
Fisher,  see  Walker  v.  Fisher 
Fisk,  see  Cobbold  v.  Fisk 
Fitter,  see  Hill,  George 
Fitzgerald,  Mary,  see  Eugene  Hussey 
Fitzgerald,  see  Kishere  v.  Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  last  will  and  testament  and 
codicil  of  James  Fitzpatrick,  deceased 
Flamank,  Joseph  Edyvean,  a  person  of 
unsound  mind,  proceeds  of  real  estate, 
devised  by  the  will  of  William  Flamank 
Fleet,  see  Rivers,  W.  F. 

Fleming,  see  John  Draper 
Fleming,  see  Poole  v.  Flem  g 
Flemming,  Eliza,  see  Keeling 
Flemming  v.  Flemming,  the  account  of  the* 
policy  money  subject  to  the  settlement 
of  the  7th  November,  1846 
Fletcher,  see  Attorney- General  v.  Fletcher 
Fletcher,  see  Faulkner  v.  Fletcher 
Fletcher,  see  Lambton  v  Davidson 
Fletcher,  see  Robinson  v.  Fletcher 
Fletcher  v.  Fletcher 

Fletcher  v.  Moxon,  the  account  of  the  legal 
personal  representatives  of  Elizabeth 
Oake,  deceased 

Fletcher  v.  Moxon,  the  account  of  the  legal 
representatives  of  Carryl  Oake,  deceased 
Fletcher  v.  Moxon,  the  account  of  the  legal 
personal  representative  of  Mary  Oake, 
deceased 

Fletcher  v.  Northcote 
Fletcher,  John,  v.  Charles  Eaton  Fletcher* 
and  another,  the  reserved  account 
Fletcher,  Thomas,  see  Croose  v.  Price 
Flight,  see  Fielder  v.  Flight 
Flint,  Charles,  see  Anna  Maria  Dakeyn^ 
v.  Charles  Flint  and  others 
Flockton  v.  Lee 
Flower  v.  Hayden 
Flowers,  see  Crook  v.  Bayliffe 
Floyd,  see  Rawson  v.  Floyd 
Fogg,  see  Wilson  v.  Fogg 
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Foley,  see  Codrington  v.  Lord  Foley 
Folkard,  Francis,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  moiety  of  the  trust  funds  by  the 
marriage  settlement  of  Francis  Folkhard 
and  Mary  Folkhard  declared  in  favor  of 
Sarah  Roberts,  Fanny  Syret,  Michael 
Everson,  and  Robert  Everson 
Follett,  see  Curtis  v.  Wilson 
Foone  v.  Pinckard 
Foord  v.  Thomas 
Foot,  see  Fowler  v.  Foot 
Foot,  see  Johnson  v.  Foot 
Foote,  see  Lock  v.  Foote 
Footman,  see  Banff  v.  Footman 
Footner,  see  Lintott  v.  Footner 
Forbes,  see  Brown  v.  Forbes 
Forbes  v.  Stevens,  and  Mackenzie  v. 
Forbes,  the  account  of  the  remaining 
creditors  of  Forbes  and  Company,  men¬ 
tioned  in  Mr.  Crole’s  report  of  the  27th 
day  of  June,  1872 
Ford,  see  Mac’ean  v.  Ford 
Ford,  s^e  Turner  v.  Ford 
Ford,  George,  see  Atkinson  v.  Parker 
Fordyce,  George,  and  Isabel  his  wife,  see 
Wilkie  v.  Huddart 
Foreman,  see  Osborne  v  Foreman 
Forman  v.  Harvey,  costs  account 
Formby,  Richard,  see  Sarah  Hesketh 
Forrest,  ste  Benson  v  Forrest' 

Forrest,  see  Lake  v.  Belk 
Forster,  see  Siddcn  v.  Forster 
Forster  v.  Fossick 

Forsyth  v.  Grant,  the  account  of  William 
Grant  of  Demerara 

Forsyth,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  one-seventh  share  of  Margaretta 
Phene  of  the  personal  estate  of  Henry 
Forsyth,  deceased 

Fortescue,  Earl,  see  Connell  v.  Earl 
Fortescue 
Forth  v.  Moreland 

Fortnomv.  Corrall,  the  account  of  Richard 
Corrall 

Forton  School  Fund,  see  Shropshire  Rail¬ 
way 

Forwood,  see  Joad  v.  Forwood 
Fosberry  v.  Garner 
Fossick,  see  Forster  v.  Fossick 
Foster,  see  Christian  v.  Foster 
Foster,  see  Wake  v  Foster 
Foster,  see  William  v.  Foster 
Foster,  Johnson,  see  Johnson  v.  Fothergill 
Foster,  Louisa,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  and  codicil  of  Louisa  Foster, 
deceased,  the  treasurer  of  the  Charter- 
house  Square  Charity 


Fothergill,  see  Johnson  v.  Fothergill 
Fotheringham,  see  Locke  v.  Fothering- 
ham 

Foucart  legacy,  see  Richard  Ogle 
Foulger,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  certain  New  ^3  Per  Cent. 
Annuities  and  cash  held  in  trust  for 
William  Foulger  the  younger 
Foulis,  Sir  William,  ex  parte  the  purchaser 
or  purchasers  of  the  estates  of  Sir  Will¬ 
iam  Foulis,  deceased 

Foulis,  Sir  William,  ex  parte  the  persons 
entitled  to  the  settled  estates  under  the 
will  and  codicils  of  Sir  William  Foulis, 
Baronet 

Foulkes,  see  Jones  v.  Foulkes 
Foulkes  v.  Jones 
Fournier  v.  Edwards 
Fowler  v.  Foot 
Fowler  v.  Miall 
Fownes  v.  Hunt 

Fownes,  Emma  Susannah  and  George  C., 
see  Chitty  v.  Miller 
Fox,  see  Tilt  v.  Tilt 
Fox  v.  Lloyd,  in  Master  Pepy’s  office 
Fox  v.  Wright,  the  furniture  account 
Fox  v.  Wright,  the  fixtures  account 
Fox  v.  Parks 

Foxcroft,  Reverend  Thomas  Hammond, 
see  North  Western  Railway 
Frackleton  v.  Grubb 

Fradgley  v.  Campbell,  the  account  of  the 
defendant  Jeremiah  Read 
Frampton,  Sarah,  see  Turner  v.  Turner 
Francia,  see  Deconnick  v.  Francia 
Francis,  see  Howes  v.  Francis 
Franke,  see  Hunt  v.  Franke 
Frankland  v.  Frankland 
Franklin,  see  Ross  v.  Franklin 
Franklin  v.  Firth 
Franks  v.  Barber 

Fraser,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
contained  in  a  codicil  to  the  will  of 
Thomas  Fraser,  late  of  Gortulig,  in  the 
county  of  Inverness,  North  Britain,  Esq. 
Free  v.  Steer,  the  account  of  George  Fred¬ 
erick  Clark 

Freeman,  see  Scott  v.  Freeman 
Freeman,  Joseph  Harris,  see  Tewkesbury 
and  Malvern  Railway  Company 
Freeman  v.  Parsley,  the  account  of  Ann 
Redmond,  deceased 

Freeman  v.  Parsley,  the  account  of 
Stephen  Watts,  Edith,  the  wife  of  Will¬ 
iam  Tozeland,  Priscilla,  the  wife  of 
George  L  nnard,  Thomas  Macey,  John 
Macey,  Elizabeth  Macey,  James  Macey, 
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Martha  Linnard,  Martha,  the  wife  of 
John  Stroud,  and  John  Tucker,  in  equal 
shares 

Freeman  v.  Parsley,  the  account  of  Han¬ 
nah,  the  wife  of  William  Somers,  Mar¬ 
tha  Marman,  Mary  Marman,  Martha 
Williams,  widow,  William  Williams, 
Elizabeth,  the  wife  of  John  Dawkins, 
and  Mary,  the  wife  of  William  Gough, 
in  equal  shares 

Freme  v.  Brade,  and  Barrance  v.  Brade, 
and  in  the  matter  of  the  estate  of  Rich¬ 
ard  Paul  Hase  Jodrell,  deceased 
French  v.  Slade 
Freer  v.  Rimner 
Freeston  v.  Clayton 
Freeth,  Jane,  see  Thomas  Neal 
Freeth,  John,  see  South  Staffordshire  Rail¬ 
way  Company 
Frere,  see  Yea  v.  Frere 
Friday  v.  Walker,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  estate 

Friday  v.  Walker,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  representatives  of  the  late  defend¬ 
ant  Benjamin  Walker 
Friend  v.  Bishop 

Friend  v.  Grove,  and  Young  v.  Grove, 
the  share  of  Frederick  Martin  Maguire 
Young  and  his  incumbrancers 
Froggatt  v.  Warded,  the  account  of  the 
rents  and  profits  of  the  real  estate  of  the 
testator  John  Atkinson  Warded 
Froggatt  v.  Woodrow,  1855,  F.,  1856 
Frost,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Frost,  deceased,  so  far 
as  regards  Richard  Beardsley,  the  son 
of  Betty  Beardsley,  deceased 
Frowd,  see  Moore  v.  Frowd 
Fry  v.  Fry 

Fry,  Sarah,  see  Young  v.  Richardson 
Fry,  Thomas,  Rev.,  see  South  Devon 
Railway  Company 
Frye,  Peter,  see  Murray  v.  Knight 
Fryer  v.  Parnell,  the  account  of  Henel  Al- 
man  and  her  children,  in  respect  of  the 
testator’s  bond  to  Moss  Hain  Botiboland 
Esther,  his  wife,  late  Esther  Alman, 
Spinster 

Fullarton,  see  Fay  v.  Fullarton 
Fuller,  John,  see  A11  Saints,  Poplar 
Furnell  v.  Nicholls,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Fynmore,  see  Griffith  v.  Fynmore 
Fyzbuhsh,  see  Moore  v.  Gretton 
Fyson,  see  Kemball  v.  Fyson 
Gabbitt  v.  Croasdaile 
Gaches  v.  Palmer,  the  account  of  the  real 
and  leasehold  estates 


Gage,  see  Crawfurd  v.  Viscount  Gage 
Gair,  Alex ,  see  Rufus  Hamilton  Howard 
Gait  v.  Wainright 
Gale  v.  Crofts 
Gale,  see  Detillin  v.  Gale 
Gale,  in  the  matter  of  Conyers  Gale,  a 
person  of  unsound  mind,  and  the  Lunacy 
Regulation  Act,  1862 
Galland  v.' Watson 

Gallini  v.  Gallini,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiff,  John  Andrew  Gallini 
Gandy  v.  Nicholas 
Garcias,  see  De  Gorgollo  v.  Garcias 
Gardiner,  see  Ingram  v.  Gardiner 
Gardner,  see  Carpenter  v.  Bignell 
Gardner,  see  Hatton  v.  Gardner 
Gardner,  Esther,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Esther  Gardner,  so  far  as 
the  same  relate  to  the  bequest  of  her 
residuary  estate,  the  account  of  Widiam 
Edward  Leigh  Dowse  and  Frances  Eliza¬ 
beth  Dowse,  infants 
Gardner  Jane,  see  Mary  Rigby 
Gardner,  Jane,  see  Ann  Gaskell 
Gardner,  Rosa  Maria,  see  Ward  v.  Eaton 
Garforth  v.  Robinson 
Garland,  see  Hughes  v.  Lipscombe 
Garner,  see  Fosbery  v.  Garner 
Garnett,  see  Rowland  v.  Garnett 
Garnett  v.  Acton 
Garnett  v.  Haselar 
Garniss  v.  Langton,  1868,  G.,  32 
Garniss  v.  Langton,  1868,  G.,  32,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  separate  estate  of  Charles 
Garniss 

Garnons  v.  Clerke,  the  separate  account 
of  the  legal  personal  representatives  of 
Gwen  Evans 

Garraway,  see  Piggott  v.  Garraway 
Garrett,  see  Montagu  v.  Garrett 
Garrett,  Dame  Anna  Maria,  see  Lord  v. 
Colvin 

Garrety,  see  Earl  of  Winchelsea  and  Not¬ 
tingham  v.  Garrety 

Garrick  v.  Earl  Camden,  Eva  Maria  Gar¬ 
ricks,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Garrod  v.  Whiting 
Garstin,  see  Hudson  v.  Garstin 
Garth,  see  Colleton  v.  Garth 
Gartside,  George,  see  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  Railway  Company 
Garwood,  see  Rickabe  v.  Garwood 
Gascoyne,  see  Littlehales  v.  Gascoyne 
Gaselee  v.  Barnes,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Gaselee  v.  Barnes,  the  account  of  the 
defendant,  Sarah  Harben,  Widow,  and 
her  children  and  others 
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Gaskell,  see  Taylor  v.  Gaskell 
Gaskell  v.  Holmes,  Gaskell  v.  Brain, 
Gaskell  v.  Medley,  Gaskell  v.  Rogerson, 
Gaskell  v.  Smith,  and  Gaskell  v. 
Holmes,  the  account  of  the  daughters  of 
the  late  defendant,  Ellen  Smallshaw, 
and  their  children 

Gaskell,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Ann  Gaskell,  Widow, 
deceased,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  sum  of 
£6 7  9s.,  the  share  of  Jane  Gardner, 
Widow 

Gatenby,  see  Jackson  v.  Gatenby 
Gatrill,  see  Wickham  v.  Gatrill 
Gayer  v.  Gayer 

Geary  v.  Warde,  the  settlement  account 
of  the  Reverend  William  Geary  and 
Harriet  Amelia,  his  wife 
Gee,  see  Mason  v.  Gee 
Geekie,  Peter,  see  Limehouse 
Geeve,  see  Edwards  v.  Geeve 
Gendron,  see  Wells  v.  Gendron 
Genge,  Edward,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  settlement  executed  on  the 
marriage  of  Edward  Genge  and  Grace 
Ann  Pope 

Geoghegan,  see  Ann  Peppin 
George,  see  Brown  v.  George 
George  v.  Wilkinson,  the  account  of 
David  Edward  Jones,  the  assignee  of 
Henry  Stocks  George,  subject  to  duty 
Georges  v.  Georges,  Georges  v.  Elliott, 
Georges  v.  McLachlan,  and  Georges  v. 
Johnstone,  the  account  of  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  Thomas  Treslove,  a  de¬ 
ceased  creditor 

Gerrard,  see  Curtis  v.  Wilson 
Gerrard,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  by  the 
surplus  money  produced  by  the  sale  of 
hereditaments  sold  by  the  mortgagees 
of  Mr.  Enoch  Gerrard 
Gervis  v.  Gervis,  Gervis  v.  Crawley 
Gervis  v.  Gervis,  and  Gervis  v.  Har- 
land 

Giacobbi,  see  Agatha  Clark 
Gibbins  v.  Howell 

Gibbins  v.  Howell,  unclaimed  apportion¬ 
ment 

Gibbon,  see  Linnett  v.  Butterfield  ' 
Gibbons,  see  John  Nicholas  Monk 
Gibbons  v.  Eyden,  1868,  G.,  38.  Fund 
to  answer  costs  of  James  Bazeley 
Gibbons  v.  Hopper,  the  account"  of  the 
share  of  John  Hames  (a  convict)  and 
his  children 

Gibbons  v.  Jones,  the  account  of  John 
Leighton,  deceased 


Gibson,  see  Becke  v.  Gibson 
Gibson,  see  Dean  v.  Gibson 
Gibson,  see  Sutton  v.  Wynne 
Gibson  v.  Dawson,  1864,  G.,  136,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  real  estate 
Gibson  v.  Stiles,  and  Bumstead  v.  Stiles 
Gibson,  Hannah  and  William,  see  ex  parte 
the  Midland  Railway  Company 
Gibson,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  an  indenture  dated  the  27th 
day  of  April,  1836,  made  between  Will¬ 
iam  Gibson  and  David  Aitken,  and  of 
an  indenture  of  the  1st  of  November, 
1838,  made  between  William  Gibson  and 
John  Richard  Cook,  and  Robert  Cook, 
the  share  of  William  Gibson 
Gifford,  see  Staines  v.  Gifford 
Gilbanks  v.  Cox 
Gilbert,  see  Gilchrist  v.  Gilbert 
Gilbert,  Charles,  see  Eastbourne  Water¬ 
works 

Gilchrist  v.  Gilbert,  1870,  G.,  13 
Giles,  see  Middleton  v.  Giles 
Giles  v.  Giles,  the  Prince  Style  Estate  ac¬ 
count 

Gill  v.  Jones 

Gill,  see  Rowe  v.  Gill 

Gill  v.  Tierney 

Gillespie  v.  Alexander,  Four  and  Leary’s 
account 

Gillespie  v.  Alexander,  the  plaintiff,  the 
annuitant’s  account 

Gillott  v.  Beakley,  the  account  of  Samuel 
Harrison’s  legacy 
Gilpin,  see  Spencer  v.  Gilpin 
Ginivan,  William  James,  see  Mary  Corvan 
Girdler,  see  Capel  v.  Girdler 
Gladstone  v.  Kemp,  1864,  G.,  130,  re¬ 
mittance  by  Allan  Hay  on  which  a  lien 
is  claimed  as  well  by  the  defendants,  the 
International  Bank  Limited,  and  the 
London  and  Colonial  Bank  Limited,  as 
by  the  plaintiff,  John  Hall  Gladstone 
Gladwell  v.  Little 

Glandfield,  Robert,  seeTendring  Hundred 
Railway  Company 
Glascott,  see  Marrifill  v.  Glascott 
Gliddon  v.  Baltus,  the  account  of  a  legacy 
to  all  the  children  of  Walter  Matthew 
Baltus  and  Henry  Joseph  Matthew 
Baltus  who  shall  be  living  at  the  death 
of  the  survivor  of  them,  Walter  Mat¬ 
thew  Baltus  and  Henry  Joseph  Matthew 
Baltus  equally  as  tenants  in  common 
with  benefits  of  survivorship 
Glover,  see  Elton  v.  Glover 
Glover,  see  Thomason  v.  Glover 
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Glover,  Ann,  see  Cobden  v.  Lucas 
Goddard,  Martin,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Martin  Goddard, 
deceased,  as  far  as  regards  the  legacy 
thereby  provided  in  favor  of  Amy 
Susannah  Stainforth  and  her  children, 
the  account  of  the  share  of  Isabel  Amy 
Carter,  the  wife  of  Miles  Nicholson  Car¬ 
ter,  under  the  indenture  of  assignment 
dated  5th  October,  1852 
Godfrey  v.  Mountain 
Godsman,  see  Nattrass  v.  Godsman 
Goff,  see  Saunders  v.  Goulty 
Goforth,  see  Hutchinson  v.  Goforth 
Goforth  v.  Ullett 
Goizin,  see  Tugwell  v.  Goizin 
Goldie  v.  Strachan 

Goldsborough,  Sarah,  see  Yerbury  v. 
Head 

Goldsmiths’  Company,  see  Nolder  v. 
Severs 

Goldstone,  see  Paine  v.  Goldstone 
Gompertz,  see  Isaac  v.  Gompertz 
Gompertz  v.  Gompertz,  the  share  of  Bar¬ 
nard  Cohen,  a  bankrupt,  deceased 
Goodby,  seeWarland  v.  Goodby 
Gooch,  see  Manesty  v.  Gooch 
Goodallv.  Johnson 
Goodcheape,  see  John  Draper 
Goode,  see  Evans  v.  Goode 
Goodeve,  see  Claridge  v.  Goodeve 
Goodman,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Goodman 
and  John  Goodman,  the  shares  of 
Frances  Colley  Porter,  under  the  wills 
of  William  Goodman  and  John  Good¬ 
man,  deceased 

Goodman,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Goodman 
and  John  Goodman,  and  in  the  matter 
qf  the  personal  estate  and  effects  of 
Henry  Porter,  deceased,  the  share  of 
Frances  Colley  Porter,  as  one  of  the 
next-of-kin  of  Henry  Porter,  deceased 
Goodson,  see  Haly  v.  Goodson 
Goodwin,  see  Hooper  v.  Goodwin 
Goodwin  v.  Hadley 
Goodworth,  John,  see  William  Lamb 
Goodyer,  Sarah,  see  Bone  v.  Cooke 
Goodyear,  see  Charge  v.  Goodyer 
Goolad,  Elizabeth,  see  Livesay  v.  Red- 
fearn 

Gordon,  see  Norcott  v.  Gordon 
Gordon,  see  Woolley  v.  Gordon 
Gordon  v.  Smith,  account  of  Robt.  Brown 
Gordon  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  the  estate 
of  James  Buchanan 


Gordon  v.  Smith,  the  accouni  of  John 
Cunningham 

Gordon  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  William 
Dunlop,  assignee  of  William  Brown 
Gordon  v.  Smith,  the  estate  of  Thomas 
King,  deceased 

Gordon  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  Francis 
Newton  and  Thomas  Gordon 
Gordon  v.  Trail 

Gordon,  Elizabeth  and  John,  see  James 
Cochrane 

Gordon,  James,  ex  parte  the  purchaser  of 
the  devised  estates  of  James  Gordon, 
the  father,  deceased 

Gordon,  James,  ex  parte  the  purchaser  of 
the  devised  estates  of  James  Gordon, 
the  son,  deceased 

Gore,  John  Ralph  Ormsby,  see  Gorsedda 
Junction  Railway 

Goran  v.  Atkinson  the  elder,  and  others 
Gorges  v.  Gorges 

Gorsedda  Junction  and  Portmadoc  Rail¬ 
ways  Company,  ex  parte  the  ;  the  ac¬ 
count  of  John  Ralph  Ormsby  Gore 
Goslett  v.  Sweet 
Gough  v.  Gough 

Gough  v.  Davies,  the  account  of  the  will 
of  the  late  defendant,  Caroline  Amelia 
Davies,  subject  to  duty 
Gough,  see  Freeman  v.  Parsley 
Goulburn,  see  Hughes  v.  Goulburn 
Gould,  see  Speakman  v.  Gould 
Gould  v.  Taylor 
Goulty,  see  Saunders  v.  Goulty 
Gover  v.  Stillwell 

Govey  v.  Storey,  account  of  the  personal 
estate  of  Richard  Govey  the  elder 
Gowan,  see  Hawksley  v.  Gowan 
Gowing,  see  John  Draper 
Grace,  see  Webb  v.  Grace 
Grace,  see  Capper  v.  Terrington 
Gradwell,  see  Varley  v.  Gradwell 
Graham,  see  Bond  v.  Graham 
Graham  v.  Buddie 
Graham  v.  Graham,  1859,  G.,  84 
Graham,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Graham, 
late  of  the  city  of  Carlisle,  Gentleman, 
deceased 

Grainger,  see  Woodward  v.  Grainger 
Grant,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  sum  of  ^300  bequeated  by  the 
codicil  to  the  will  of  Robert  Grant  in 
favour  of  Jane  Taylor 
Grant  v.  Young,  the  account  of  the  testa¬ 
tor’s  leasehold  estate  in  Henrietta- street 
Grant  v.  Young,  the  account  of  the  legacy 
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of  two  hundred  and  fifty  pounds  Bank 
Annuities  given  to  Ann  Jones  Young 
and  Ann  Harriet  Young  and  her  chil¬ 
dren,  subject  to  duty 
Grant  v.  Novosielski 

Grant,  George  Nelson,  see  Curzon  v. 
Bromley 

Grant,  Thomas,  see  South-Eastern  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

Grant,  William,  see  Forsyth  v.  Grant 
Grant,  see  Lewis  v.  Lewis 
Grantham  v.  Chesshyre 
Grapes,  the,  New  Gravel-lane,  see  Lime- 
house 

Gratrix  v.  Chambers 

Gratton  v.  Pyne,  the  separate  account  of 
Hannah  Cooper  (alleged  to  be  the  wife 
of  —  Lynch),  sister  of  testatrix’s  former 
husband,  Jonathan  Cooper,  deceased 
Gratton  v.  Pyne,  the  account  of  Ann 
Smith,  of  New  Orleans,  in  America, 
sister  of  testatrix’s  former  husband, 
Jonathan  Cooper,  deceased 
Gratton  v.  Pyne,  the  separate  account  of 
Elizabeth  Smith,  of  New  Orleans,  in 
America,  sister  of  testatrix’s  former  hus¬ 
band,  Jonathan  Cooper,  deceased 
Graves,  see  Boothby  v.  Graves 
Graves,  see  Downing  v.  Graves 
Graves,  George,  ex  parte,  a  lunatic 
Gray,  see  Jordaine  v.  Gray 
Gray  v.  Boyes 
Gray  v.  Edwards 
Gray  v.  Hulbert 

Gray  v.  Lubbock,  and  Gray  v.  Nash 
Gray  v.  Willis 

Gray,  see  Alexander  v.  McCullock 
Gray,  see  Atherstone  v.  Gray 
Gray,  see  Yokins  v.  Gray 
Gray,  George,  see  Henry  Cross 
Gray,  George  Thomas,  see  Birch’s  settle¬ 
ment 

Gray,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  legacy  given  to  the  trustees  of  the 
Birmingham  Infirmary  by  the  will  of 
Henry  Gray 

Gray,  Walter,  see  East  and  West  India 
Docks 

Great  Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  (Additional  Powers)  Act,  1865 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  the  trustees  of 
the  poor  of  the  parish  of  Bourne 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Act  1862,  the  Epping 


Railways  Act,  1859,  and  the  Eastern 
Counties  Railway  (Epping  Lines)  Act, 
1862,  the  account  of  Robert  Debenham, 
Esq. 

Great  Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  the  trustees  for  the 
time  being  of  Mary  Barnes’  Charity  at 
Stoke,  near  Clare 

Great  Northern  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Act,  1846,  the 
account  of  the  settled  estates  of  Sir 
Henry  Dymoke,  deceased 

Great  Northern  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  the  Midland 
Railway  Company 

Great  Northern  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  the  Manches¬ 
ter,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Railway 
Company 

Great  Northern  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Act,  1846,  the  accout 
of  the  Hospital  or  Charity  of  St.  Mary 
Magdalen,  in  the  parish  of  Harworth, 
in  the  county  of  Nottingham 

Great  Northern  Railway  Company,  ex 

parte  the,  the  account  of  Nathaniel 
.  Stainton,  John  Stainton,  and  Thomas 
Stainton 

Great  Western  Railway  Company,  ex 

parte  the 

Great  Western  Railway  Company,  ex 

parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Great 
Western  Railway  Branches  Act,  1853 

Great  Western  Railway  Company,  ex 

parte  the,  the  account  of  Sarah  Leach, 
Widow,  and  executrix  of  John  Leach, 
deceased 

Great  Western  Railway  Company,  ex 

parte  the,  the  account  of  Mary  WorltOD, 
Elizabeth  Bond,  and  Ann  Heiron 

Great  Western  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Oxford  and 
Rugby  Railway  Act,  1845 

Great  Western  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Great  Western 
Railway,  Slough  and  Windsor  Act,  1848 

Great  Western  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Leamington  Line  Act,  1848, 
the  account  of  Lord  and  Jane  Lady 
Guernsey,  and  the  trustees  of  their  set¬ 
tlement 

Great  Western  and  Brentford  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  and  Elizabeth 
Lucy  Ronalds,  Widow,  a  person  of  un- 
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sound  mind  ;  proceeds  of  sale  of  real 
estate  including  interest 
Greatheed,  Samuel,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  settlement  made  by  Samuel 
Greatheed,  deceased,  by  an  indenture  of 
settlement,  dated  the  21st  day  of  April, 
1821,  so  far  as  regards  the  shares  of  the 
infant  children  of  Francis  Charles  True¬ 
man,  deceased 

Greaves,  Sophia,  see  Mid-Kent  Railway 
Company 

Greaves,  see  Shuttleworth  v.  Greaves 
Green,  James,  see  Rickell,  William 
Green,  see  Rawlings  v.  Pearson 
Green,  see  Hurst  v.  Green 
Green,  see  Johnson  v.  Green 
Green,  see  William  Lamb 
Green  v.  Twyford 
Green  v.  Robinson 

Green  v.  Birkett  in  Master  Godfrey’s 
Office 

Green  v.  Featley.  The  account  of  Mary 
Ann  Green,  deceased 
Green,  Charlotte  Elizabeth,  see  re  Pereira 
Green,  Charlotte  Elizabeth,  see  Sir  Man- 
asseh  Masseh  Lopes 

Green,  Elizabeth  and  Robert,  see  Eaton’s 
Estate 

Green,  Elizabeth,  see  Parnham 
Green,  George  Frederick,  an  infant  legatee 
Green,  John,  see  Parker  v.  Sayle 
Green,  Mary  Ann,  see  Green  v.  Featley 
Greenall,  see  Tarbuck  v.  Greenall 
Greenaway,  see  Stock  v.  Greenaway 
Greene  v.  Norton.  The  account  of  the 
defendant,  Georgiana  Spencer  Seaman 
and  her  incumbrancers 
Greenfield,  William,  see  Mid-Sussex  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

Greenfield,  see  Dodd  v.  Rose 
Greenhalgh,  see  Knowles  v.  Greenhalgh 
GreenHill  v.  Chauncy  and  Chauncy  v. 
Greenhill 

Greenhill,  see  Moore  v.  Greenhill 
Greenhill,  see  Roffey  v.  Greenhill 
Greenhill,  see  Doughty  v.  Greenhill 
Greenhill,  James  David  Webster,  see 
Webster  v.  Webster 

Greenhough,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate  of 
Mary  Ann  Greenhough,  Widow,  de¬ 
ceased,  Everard  v.  Walker 
Greening,  re,  Greening  v.  Booth,  1869, 
G.,  50 

Greenough,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Mary  Greenough,  so 
far  as  relates  to  a  sum  of  ^100  thereby 
bequeathed  in  favor  of  Clifton  Stanislaus 


West  in  the  will  called  Stanislaus  Clifton 
West 

Greenough,  see  Turner  v.  Greenough 
Greenslade  v.  Greenslade 
Greenway,  see  West  v.  Greenway 
Greenway,  Charlotte,  see  Humphrey  v. 
Davidson 

Greenwood,  see  Lucas  v.  Greenwood 
Greenwood,  see  Bowring  v.  Greenwood 
Greenwood  v.  Taylor 
Greenwood  v.  Taylor,  the  dividend  ac¬ 
count 

Greenwood  v.  Penny,  and  Boyle  v.  Penny 
Greenwood  v.  Greenwood 
Greenwood’s  estate,  Richard  Eastburn, 
and  Sunderland  v.  Greenwood 
Greenwood,  William  W.,  William,  and 
George  O.,  see  North  Western  Railway 
Greetham  v.  Milnes,  the  account  of  Frances 
Rait  for  life,  with  remainder  to  her  chil¬ 
dren 

Gregor  v.  Gregor,  Sarah  Price’s  account 
Gregor  v.  Gregor,  Jane  Williams’  account 
Gregor  v.  Gregor,  Elizabeth  Whitford’s 
account 

Gregory,  see  Povey  v.  Gregory 
Gregory,  see  Martin  v.  Gregory 
Gregory  v.  Mousley,  Gregory  v.  Mousley, 
the  account  of  the  trustees  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Hoole’s  settlement 
Gregory  v.  Mousley,  and  Gregory  v.  Mous¬ 
ley,  the  account  of  unreceived  dividends 
payable  under  the  order  dated  the  21st 
January,  i860 
Gregory  v.  Neale 

Gregory  v.  Westmoreland,  the  account  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s 
real  estates 

Gregory  v.  Lockyer,  the  account  of  Charles 
Gregory,  Merope  Gregory,  and  Mary 
Bishop 

Gregory  v.  Lockyer,  the  account  of  John 
and  Susan  Farley,  and  John  Farley  their 
son 

Gresley  v.  Jones,  the  personal  estate  ac¬ 
count 

Gretton,  see  Moore  v.  Gretton 
Greeville,  see  Maclean  v.  Greville 
Grey,  see  Atkinson  v.  Grey 
Grey,  see  Howe  v.  Grey 
Grey,  see  Hall  v.  Grey 
Grey,  Hon.  Charles,  see  Sunderland  Dock 
Company 

Grice,  James,  see  Beaman  v.  Dod 
Griesiell  v.  Jackson,  1870,  G.,  99,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  legal  personal  representa¬ 
tives  or  representative  of  Mary  Jane 
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Stubbs,  the  great-granddaughter  of  the 
testator,  Isaac  Meers,  subject  to  duty 
Griffith,  see  Rice  v.  Griffith 
Griffith,  see  Knight  v.  Griffith 
Griffith,  see  Williams  v.  Griffith 
Griffith  v.  Fynmore,  the  account  of  John 
Morse  and  William  Campbell,  and  the 
executor  of  the  testator 
Griffith,  Margaret  Ann,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Margaret  Ann 
Griffith,  deceased,  the  account  of  Timo 
thy  Mahoney,  or  his  next-of-kin 
Griffiths,  see  Morgan  v.  Earl  of  Clarendon 
Griffiths,  see  Duke  of  Portland  v.  Griffiths 
Griffiths,  see  Jones  v.  Griffiths 
Griffiths  v.  Abbott 
Griffiths  v.  Jay 

Griffiths  v.  Tribe,  1867,  G.,  186 
Griffiths,  Jane,  see  Powell  v.  Griffiths 
Grime,  see  Lea  v.  Grime 
Grimwood,  Matilda,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Act  36  George  III,  cap.  52,  in  the 
matter  of  Matilda  Grimwood,  an  infant 
Grinstead,  Charles,  ex  parte  Charles  Grin- 
stead,  JohnLanham,  and  Richard  Grin- 
stead 

Grint,  Harriet,  see  Browne,  Charlotte 
Grint,  Henry,  see  Browme,  Colvile 
Groom,  James  Foster,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  James  Foster  Groom, 
deceased,  the  legacy  account  of  the 
children  of  his  son  James  Charles 
Groom  and  Elizabeth  his  wife,  who  were 
living  at  the  time  of  the  decease  of  the 
testator 

Groome,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  ^500  per  cent.  Consolidated 
Bank  Annuities  bequeathed  by  the  will 
of  John  Groome,  deceased,  in  trust  for 
Elizabeth  Cattell  for  life,  and  after  her 
death  to  Susannah  Louise  Groome 
Grosvenor,  the  Right  Honourable  Earl 
Grosvenor  and  others 
Grosvenor  v.  Cooke,  and  Pargiter  v. 
Cocke 

Grote,  see  Peters  v.  Grote 
Grove,  see  Friend  v.  Grove 
Grove,  Amelia,  see  Salmon  v.  Osborn 
Grover,  see  Whittingstall  v.  Grover 
Grubb,  see  Frackelton  v.  Grubb 
Grubb,  Richard,  see  Hawkins  v.  Hillman 
Gruggen  v.  Cochrane,  the  account  of  the 
personal  estate  of  Margaret  Douglas 
Cochrane,  Widow,  deceased 
Gruggen  v.  Cochrane,  account  of  the 
personal  estate  of  John  Cochrane,  sub¬ 
ject  to  duty 


Guernsey,  Lord  and  Lady  Jane,  see  Great 
Western  Railway 
Gueroult,  see  Richard  Nurse 
Guest,  see  Worrall  v.  Guest 
Guild,  Agnes  and  George,  see  James  Coch¬ 
rane 

Gulston,  see  Brooke  v.  Gulston 
Gunning,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
indenture,  dated  the  4th  day  of  Decem¬ 
ber,  1813,  being  a  settlement  in  consi¬ 
deration  of  the  marriage  of  the  Reverend 
George  Gunning  with  Louisa  Mary  his 
wife,  both  since  deceased 
Gurden  v.  Badcock,  the  creditors  under 
the  indenture  of  the  22nd  day  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  1791 

Gurden  v.  Badcock,  the  compensation 
creditors 

Gurden  v.  Badcock,  the  ^1,000  charge 
account 

Gurdon,  ex  parte  the  petitioner  John  Gur- 
don,  Philip  Gurdon,  and  Edward  Peter 
Archer,  in  the  matter  of  an  Act  to  facil¬ 
itate  Leases  and  Sales  of  Settled  Es¬ 
tates,  19  and  20  Victoria,  cap.  120 
Gurney  v.  Cosway,  Gurney  v.  Cosway, 
Turner  v.  Southwood,  and  Turner  v. 
Sowdon 

Gurney,  Anne,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Anne  Gurney,  widow,  de¬ 
ceased,  ex  parte  the  share  of  residue  of 
George  Lidiard 

Gusdorf,  Samson,  see  Mend  and  others  v. 
Lyons 

Gutheridge,  Ann,  see  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Guthrie  v.  Selby,  John  Young’s  legacy  ac¬ 
count 

Gutteridge,  see  Simpson  v.  Gutteridge 
Guy,  see  Styles  v.  Guy 
Guy,  Eliza  Marshall,  spinster,  a  person  of 
unsound  mind 
Guyver  v.  Drew 
Gwaves  v.  Cooke 

Gwennap  v.  Burns,  the  account  of  the 
rents  of  the  leasehold  property 
Gwinnett,  Emilia,  see  Morgan  v.  Earl  of 
Clarendon 

Gwyn,  see  Cuthertson’s  estate 
Gwynne  v.  Adams 
Gwynne  v.  Edwards 

Gwynne  v.  Williams.  1867,  W.,  247,  the 
share  of  Edward  Williams 
Gwynne,  Thomas,  see  Mid- Wales  Railway 
*  Company 

Haase  v.  Haase,  Mary  Haase  account,  in 
Master  Eames’  office 
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Hacheston  Manor,  see  ex  parte  the  Copy- 
hold  Commissioners 
Hack,  see  Carter,  Francis 
Hackwood  v.  Lockerby 
Haddiscoe  Railway  Company,  see  Yar¬ 
mouth  andHaddiscoe  Railway  Company 
Hadley  v.  Robins,  the  legal  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  Mary  Ann  Woodman 
Hadley  v.  Robins,  the  legal  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  William  Currant 
Hadley,  see  Goodwin  v.  Hadley 
Haggitt  v.  Iniff,  the  account  of  George 
Potts  and  Margaret,  his  wife 
Haigh,  William,  see  Liverpool  Mayor 
Hailes,  Elizabeth  and  James,  see  Bateman 
v.  Cooke 

Haines  v.  Boucher,  in  Master  Eld’s  office 
Hairs,  see  Ann  Newton 
Haistwell,  see  Moore  v.  Haistwell 
Halden,  see  Low  v.  Halden 
Hale,  ex  parte  Thomas,  or  other  the  heir- 
at-law  of  Henry  Long  Hale 
Hales,  Thomas,  the  estate  of  Thomas 
Hales  deceased,  and  •  Hales  v.  Cox,  the 
account  of  William  Hales 
Haliburton,  David,  see  London  and  Bir¬ 
mingham  Railway  Company 
Hall,  see  Charlton  v.  Hall 
Hall,  see  Cheslyn  v.  Hall 
Hall,  see  Cholarton  v.  Heming 
Hall,  see  DeWinton  v.  Hall 
Hall,  see  Letham  v.  Hall 
Hall,  see  Rainford  v.  Parke 
Hall,  see  Ruffley  v.  Hall 
Hall,  see  Taylor  v.  Hall 
Hall  v.  Crawford 
Hall  v.  Ellins 
Hall  v.  Grey 

Hall  v.  Hall,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate  of 
Frederick  James  Hall,  late  of  Brighton, 
in  the  county  of  Sussex,  Esquire,  de¬ 
ceased 

Hall  v.  Maude,  and  Hall  v.  Maude 
Hall  v.  Penton,  the  defendant’s,  the  in¬ 
fant’s  account 

Hall  v.  the  Company  of  Proprietors  of  the 
Regent’s  Canal 

Hall  v.  Severne,  the  account  of  Mary  Lo¬ 
gan,  wife  of  James  Logan 
Hall,  John,  in  the  matter  of  John  Hall’s 
estate,  Hall  v.  Hall,  1868,  H.,  204,  the 
account  of  the  children  of  Thomas  Hall, 
deceased 

Hall,  Edward,  see  Livesey  v.  Leicester 
Hall,  Henry  O.,  see  re  Sevier 
Hall,  John,  see  Attorney-General  v.  John 
Hall 


Hall,  Robert,  see  Parkhurst  v.  Boyd 
Hall,  William,  see  Belcher,  Mathew 
Hallam,  see  Beswick  v.  Hallam 
Hallam,  Louisa  Anne,  spinster,  a  person  of 
unsound  mind,  share  of  plate 
Hallett,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Henry  Hallett,  deceased, 
as  to  bequest  to  the  trustees  of.  the  In¬ 
dependent  Chapel,  and  the  share  given 
in  trust  for  Elizabeth  Louisa  Hellier  and 
others 

Hallett,  Henry  James,  see  London  School 
Board 

Hallett,  see  Hollows’  estate 
Halliday,  see  Duntze  v.  Halliday 
Halliday  v.  Halliday,  1871,  H.,  201,  the 
account  of  the  infant  defendant  John 
Wallace  Guy  Halliday 
Hallington,  see  Newcastle,  Water  Com¬ 
pany 

Halmarack,  see  Elliott  v.  Halmarack 
Halfpenny,  see  Emerton  v.  Halfpenny 
Halse,  see  Sadler  v.  Halse 
Haly  v.  Goodson 

Hamby  v.  Crowe,  Thomas  Hamby’s  ac¬ 
count 

Hamerton,  see  Hawkins  v.  Hamerton 
Hames,  John,  see  Gibbons  v.  Hopper 
Hamilton,  Lord,  see  Tomlinson  v.  Ed¬ 
wards 

Hamlyn,  see  Sleman  v.  Hamlyn 
Hamlyn,  Shilston  C.,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  Shilston  Calmady  Hamlyn’ s 
mortgage 

Hammersley,  see  Johnson  v.  Hammersley 
Hammond  v.  Birnie 
Hammond,  see  Bell  v.  Hammond 
Hammond,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  funds  bequeathed  by  the  will  of 
Ann  Hammond  in  favor  of  Eveline 
Bowen  and  Emily  Bowen  respectively 
Hammonds,  see  Blight  v.  Hammonds 
Hamond,  see  Bailey  v.  Hamond 
Hampden  v.  Hampden,  1867,  H.,  3 
Hampson,  see  Chew  v.  Hampson 
Hanbury,  see  Hill  v.  Hanbury 
Hanbury,  see  Bradburne  v.  Hanbury 
Hanbury,  William,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Hanbury,  Henry,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Hanby,  Mary  (formerly  Mary  Cooper),  see 
Read  v.  Strangways 
Hance  v.  Esdaile 
Hancock,  see  Brooks  v.  Hancock 
Hancox  v.  Hancox,  Hancox  v .  Harrison, 
Hancox  v.  Fisher,  and  Hancox  v. 
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Poole,  the  account  of  the  shares  of 
Thomas  Hancox  and  Mary  Ann  Han- 
cox,  subject  to  costs 

Hands,  Ann.  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Hands,  the  legacy  of 
Charles  Hands 
Hanman  v.  Riley 

Hannah,  Thomas,  see  Rainford  v.  Parke 
Hannam,  see  Bryan  v.  Wilson 
Hansard  v.  Cottam,  the  account  of  the 
proceeds  of  sale  of  the  testator’s  real 
estates 

Hansford,  Benjamin,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Benjamin  Hansford, 
of  Wincanton,  Somerset,  Gentleman, 
deceased,  the  share  of  Lydia  Chew,  de¬ 
ceased,  of  the  estate  of  Benjamin  Hans¬ 
ford,  deceased 
Hanson  v.  Walker 

Harben,  Sarah,  see  Gaselee  v.  Barnes 
Harbin  v.  Barker,  account  of  money  paid 
into  Court  subsequent  to  report  of  20th 
July,  1813 

Harbin  v.  Masterman,  the  account  of  the 
residuary  legatees 

Harbury  Common,  see  Birmingham,  &c., 
Railway  Company 
Harby  v.  Moore 

Hardacre,  Catherine  and  William,  see 
North  Western  Railway 
Harding  v.  Britten 

Harding  v.  Harding,  the  account  of  the 
defendant,  Samuel  Harding,  the  infant 
Harding  v.  Quin 

Harding  v.  Schutz,  in  Master  Ord’s  office 
Harding,  George  Rogers,  see  Devon  and 
Somerset  Railway 

Harding,  Jonathan,  the  estate  of  Jonathan 
Harding,  deceased,  Read  v.  Harding, 
the  share  of  the  children  of  James  Hard¬ 
ing,  deceased 

Hardley,  see  Baker  v.  Hardley 
Hardman,  see  Kershaw  v.  Hardman 
Hardman,  see  Nee  v.  Hardman 
Hards,  see  Hawkins  v.  Hards 
Hardwick  v.  Richardson,  Hardwick  v. 
Richardson,  and  Hardwick  v.  Jones, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  given  to 
Charles  Hardwick  with  a  contingent 
remainder  to  his  issue 
Hardwick  v.  Richardson,  Hardwick  v. 
Richardson,  and  Hardwick  v.  Jones, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  given  to  Ann 
Sandiford  with  a  contingent  remainder 
to  her  issue 

Hardwick,  Mary  Ann,  see  Lane  v.  Holl- 
ings 


Hardwicke,  see  Lane  v.  Hardwicke 
Hardy,  see  Cockayne’s  Estate 
Hardy,  see  Field’s  Estate 
Hardy,  see  Leach  v.  Hardy 
Hardy,  see  Lockhart  v.  Hardy 
Hare  v.  Hill,  and  Hare  v.  Randall 
Hare,  Ann,  and  Thomas,  see  King  v. 
Broughton 

Harford  v.  Browning,  in  Master  Pechell’s 
office 

Harland,  see  Bilton  v.  Harland 
Harland,  see  Blacklock  v.  Harland 
Harland,  see  Gervis  v.  Gervis 
Harman,  see  Heath  v.  Lewis 
Harman,  Charles,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Charles  Harman, 
deceased,  the  account  of  Harriel 
Augusta  Harman,  the  wife  of  the  said 
Charles  Harman,  and  her  appointees, 
or  other  the  person  or  persons  interested 
under  her  marriage  settlement  in  default 
of  appointment 

Harmer  v.  Harris,  the  account  of  Eliza¬ 
beth  Woodhouse 
Harnage  v.  Bellingham 
Harold,  Jane,  see  Montefiore  v.  Monte- 
fiore 

Harper,  see  Attorney- General  v.  Harper 
Harraden,  see  Prior  v.  Tarrant 
Harrington,  Joseph,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Joseph  Harrington, 
of  Great  Russell-street,  in  the  parish  of 
St.  George,  Bloomsbury,  in  the  county 
of  Middlesex,  Gentleman,  deceased 
Harris,  see  Amson  v.  Harris 
Harris,  see  Clement  v.  Harris 
Harris,  see  Harmer  v.  Harris 
Harris  see  Jayne  v.  Harris 
Harris,  see  Southern  v.  Harris 
Harris  v.  Barnes,  Thomas  Davis’  account, 
in  Master  Montagu’s  office 
Harris  v.  Barnes,  William  Watson’s 
account 

Harris  v.  Darley,  1868,  H.,  41 
Harris  v.  Harris,  the  account  of  Frederick 
Harris 

Harris  v.  Harris,  H.,  i860,  165,  the 
account  of  Henry  Harris 
Harris  v.  Harris,  the  account  of  the  plain¬ 
tiff,  William  Harris,  in  the  pleadings 
called  by  mistake  William  Henry  Harris 
Harris,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  share  of  the  child  or  children  of 
John  Harris,  deceased,  under  the  will  of 
the  said  testator,  deceased 
Harris,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Harris,  late  of  Hey- 
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thorp,  in  the  county  of  Oxford,  Farmer, 
deceased 

Harris,  Elizabeth,  see  Langley,  John 
Harris,  Louisa,  see  Robert  Brown 
Harris,  Raphael,  in  the  matter  of  Raphael 
Harris’  trust 

Harris,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trust  estate  of  Thomas  Harris,  the  elder, 
late  of  Netherseal,  in  the  county  of 
Leicester,  Miller,  deceased 
Harrison,  see  Hayward  v.  Newton 
Harrison,  see  Hancox  v.  Hancox 
Harrison,  see  Hicks  v.  Harrison 
Harrison,  see  Kilvington  v.  Harrison 
Harrison,  see  Maughan  v.  Harrison 
Harrison,  see  Stonehouse  v.  Harrison 
Harrison,  see"  Wiggins  v.  Peppin 
Harrison  v.  Andrews,  the  contingent  ac¬ 
count  of  the  defendant,  Jane  Tracey, 
and  her  children 

Harrison  v.  Cole,  the  purchaser’s  indem¬ 
nity  account 

Harrison  v.  Harrison,  and  Lowell  v.  Har¬ 
rison,  the  account  of  the  petitioners 
Harrison  v.  Harrison,  in  Master  Cross’ 
office 

Harrison  v.  Kidger 

Harrison  v.  Mansel,  the  account  of  Mar¬ 
garet  Phillips 

Harrison  v.  Mansel,  the  account  of  George 
Cooch 

Harrison  v.  Read 

Harrison  v.  Round,  proceeds  of  younger 
son’s  estates 

Harrison,  Edward,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  settlement  made  on  the 
marriage  of  Edward  Harrison  with  Eliz¬ 
abeth,  his  wife,  deceased,  and  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  the  said  Elizabeth 
Harrison,  the  account  of  the  personal 
estate  of  Elizabeth  Harrison,  deceased, 
subject  to  the  trusts  of  her  will,  subject 
to  legacy  duty 

Harrison,  George,  see  Midland  Railway 
Harrison,  George  J. ,  see  McDonald 
Harrison,  John,  see  Surrey  Iron  Railway 
Company 

Harrison,  Samuel,  see  Webb  v.  Inglish 
Harrison,  Samuel,  see  Gillott  v.  Beakley 
Harriss,  James  Hawke,  see  Stone,  Ben¬ 
jamin 

Harrop  v.  Holt,  the  account  of  the  infant 
plaintiff,  Mary  Ellen  Harrop 
Harrop  v.  Holt,  the  account  of  the  infant 
plaintiff,  Margaret  Harrop 
Hart  v.  Thompson,  1867,  H.,  19 
Hart,  Francis,  see  Francis  Delahunt 


Hartfield,  see  Moon  v.  Kelday 
Hartley,  see  Bourne  v.  Hartley 
Hartley  v.  Pendarves,  the  timber  account 
Hartness,  see  Hudson  v.  Hartness 
Hartshorn  v.  Hodson 
Harvest  v.  Bicknell 
Harvey,  see  Bradley  v.  Harvey 
Harvey,  see  Forman  v.  Harvey 
Harvey  v.  Beevor,  the  account  of  the 
trust  of  the  residue  of  the  estate  of  the 
testator,  Henry  Beevor 
Harvey  v.  Clarke 

Harvey  v.  Harvey,  in  Master  Farrer’s 
office 

Harvey  v.  Harvey,  in  Master  Farrer’s 
office  the  account  of  Mary  Collier  or 
her  children 

Harvey  v.  Harvey,  the  real  estate 
Harvey  v.  Stanley,  in  Master  John  Ben¬ 
nett’s  office 

Harwood,  see  Scott  v.  Harwood 
Harwood  v.  Harwood,  1865,  H.,  155,  the 
account  of  the  testator’s  nephew,  Charles 
William  Harwood 
Haselar,  see  Garnett  v.  Haselar 
Haslam  v.  Eastwood,  1871,  H.,  184, 

Creditor’s  dividend  account 
Haslam,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Haslam, 
deceased,  so  far  as  the  same  relate  to 
the  bequest  to  Julia  Haslam 
Hastie,  James,  see  McFarland  v.  Hastie 
Hastings,  Mary  Wigley,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  testamentary  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Mary  Wigley  Hastings  relating 
to  ^100  bequeathed  to  the  second  son 
living  at  her  decease,  of  Somersall 
Richard  Mackeckne,  by  Mary  Ann 
Elizabeth,  his  wife 

Hastings,  Mary  Wigley,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  testamentary  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Mary  Wigley  Hastings  relating 
to  a  legacy  oE£ioo  thereby  bequeathed 
to  her  uncle,  William  Wigley 
Hatch,  see  Smith  v.  Hatch 
Hatch  v.  Lee,  and  Hatch  v.  Lee,  the 
account  of  the  legal  assets 
Hatfeild,  see  Tomlin  v.  Hatfeild 
Hathaway  v.  Bricknell,  the  bequest  to 
Sarah  Hathaway  and  her  children 
Hathorn,  see  Lyne  v.  Thompson 
Hatton  v.  Gardner,  the  timber  account 
Hawet,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Sarah  Hawet,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  shares  of  Daniel  St. 
Leger  and  Jane  St.  Leger,  being  two 
twenty-third  parts  of  ^1,705  9s*  6d. 
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Hawke,  Lord,  see  Sloane  v.  Lord  Hawke 
Hawker  v.  Baker 

Hawker’s  estate,  Emma  Jane,  Dancocks 
v.  Seymour,  1864,  H.,  208 
Hawkins,  see  Cracroft  v.  Hawkins 
Hawkins,  see  Monk  v.  Hawkins 
Hawkins,  re,  Hawkins  v.  Brooks,  1871, 
H.,  266 

Hawkins  v.  Hamerton,  the  account  of  the 
share  of  Charles  Hamerton  Killick, 
deceased,  in  the  residuary  estate  of 
Charles  Hamerton,  the  testator 
‘Hawkins  v.  Hards 

Hawkins  v.  Hillman,  the  account  of  the 
unsatisfied  creditors  of  Richard  Grubb, 
deceased 

Hawkins  v.  Schutz,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiffs,  John  Hawkins  and  Frances, 
his  wife 

Hawkins  v.  Shewen,  and  Hawkins  v. 
Shewen 

Hawkins  v.  Stanfield,  1865,  H.,  70 
Hawkins,  Mary,  see  Warren,  John 
Hawksley  v.  Delafosse,  1866,  H.,  169, 
the  proceeds  of  the  policy  on  Samuel 
Howship  Barrow’s  life 
Hawksley  v.  Gowan 
Hay,  Allan,  see  Gladstone  v.  Kemp 
Haydon,  see  Flower  v.  Haydon 
Haydon  v.  Bonsey,  the  account  of  the 
personal  estate 
Haye  v.  Haye 
Hayes  v.  Collins 

Hayman,  Martha,  see  Catley  v.  Ward 
Haynes,  see  Bleaden  v.  Haynes 
Haynes,  see  Steedman  v.  Haynes 
Haynes  v.  Ash,  the  account  of  Thomas 
Williams’  appointment 
Haynes  v.  Browne,  1867,  H.,  258 
Hayter,  Betty,  see  Keark’s  Trust 
Hayton  v.  Price 

Hayton  v.  Price,  and  McCullum  v.  Hay- 
ton 

Hayward  v.  Lewis 

Hayward  v.  Newton,  1870,  H  ,  234,  Har¬ 
rison’s  purchase  to  guarantee  costs  of 
stamping  Deeds  if  purchaser  required  to 
so  before  24th  June,  1877 
Haywood,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Sarah  Haywood, 
formerly  of  Mansfield,  in  the  county  of 
Nottingham,  deceased 
Haywood,  see  Payne  v.  Bainbridge 
Head,  see  Yerbury  v.  Head 
Headfort,  see  Vaughan  v.  Marquis  of 
Headfort 

Heamp,  see  Woodroffe  v.  Heamp 


Heap,  Rebecca,  see  Spencer  v.  Rigg 
Heaphy,  Fanny,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind,  real  estate  account 
Hearne,  see  Airey  v.  Hearne 
Hearne  v.  Wigginton 

Heartley,  Francis,  see  Hoyland  v.  Fardell 
Heath  v.  Lewis,  and  Harman  v.  Lewis, 
the  separate  account  of  Henry  Heath, 
the  grandson  of  the  testator 
Heathcote,  see  Heygate’s  estate 
Heathcote,  see  Stephenson  v.  Heathcote 
Heather,  see  Treacher  v.  Dixon 
Heathfield,  Richard,  see  Parker  v.  Sayle 
Heaton,  see  Tipton  v.  Heaton 
Heighington,  schoolmaster  of,  see  Becke  v. 
Gibson 

Heighton,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Sum¬ 
mers 

Heiron,  Ann,  see  Great  Westerern  Railway 
Helby,  see  Sophia  Moore 
Helby,  see  Wickenden 
Helder,  see  Daniell  v.  Helder 
Hellear,  see  Barlow  v.  Hellear 
Hellier,  Elizabeth  Louisa,  see  Henry 
Hallett 

Helm  v.  Read,  and  Helm  v.  Sturgis 
Helps,  see  Parkins  v.  Moore 
Hely,  Oscar  Lewis,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  one-seventh  part  of  a  moiety 
of  the  residue  of  the  personal  estate  of 
Oscar  Lewis  Hely,  late  of  Rio  de  Jan¬ 
eiro,  in  the  Empire  of  the  Brazils,  Mer¬ 
chant,  deceased,  to  which  Henry  de 
Souza  Hely  is  entitled 
Hemel  Hempstead,  and  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Bill,  ex  parte  the  un¬ 
dertaking  of  the 

Heming,  see  Cholerton  v.  Heming 
Heming,  Richard,  see  Maund  v.  Turner 
Hemingway,  see  Collier  v.  Collier 
Hemsley,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  Henry  Hemsley,  late  of  Great 
Ealing,  in  the  county  of  Middlesex,  Ezq., 
deceased.  Bostock  v.  Wildbore,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Henry  James  Lloyd,  an  infant 
Henckel,  see  Whitehead  v.  Dyer 
Henderson,  see  Easthrope  v.  Henderson 
Henderson  v.  Constable 
Henderson,  Robert,  see  London,  Brighton, 
&c.,  Railway 

Henderson,  William,  absent  beyond  seas 
Hendrick,  see  English  v.  Hendrick 
Hendy,  see  Stagg  v.  Hendy. 

Henesey,  see  Hulme 

Henning,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  a  deed  dated  the  26th  day  of 
May,  1825,  executed  by  George  Hem 
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ning,  Doctor  of  Physic,  and  Sophia,  his 
wife,  both  since  deceased 
Henvil  v.  Whitaker,  Seagram  v.  Whita¬ 
ker,  Seagram  v.  Whitaker,  and  Seagram 
v.  Bower 

Herbert,  see  Milward  v.  Herbert 
Herefordshire  Banking  Company,  the  un¬ 
claimed  dividend  account 
Heritage  v.  Key,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  William  Longman 
Hern,  Jacob,  see  Parson  v.  Nevill 
Herne  Bay,  Hampton,  and  Reculver  Oys¬ 
ter  Fishery  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty’s  Woods,  Forests,  and  Law 
Revenues,  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Com¬ 
missioners  of  England  and  Wales 
Herne  v.  Clarke,  in  Master  Ord’s  office 
Herne,  Leonora  Matilda,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Leonora  Matilda 
Herne,  deceased,  the  account  of  Henry 
Herne  Mew,  an  infant 
Herne,  Sir  William,  see  Carter  v.  Holford 
Hervey,  see  Sturt  v.  Hervey 
Hesketh,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Sarah  Hesketh,  late  of 
Preston,  in  the  county  of  Lancaster, 
Widow,  deceased,  as  far  as  the  same  re¬ 
late  to  a  sum  of  ^300,  bequeathed  to 
Richard  Formby,  in  trust,  as  therein 
mentioned 

Hewatson,  see  Stukely  v.  Hewatson 
Flewett,  Gen.,  see  Midland  Railway  Co. 
Hewitt  v.  Ellis 

Hewett  v.  Lord  Dacre,  and  Hewitt  v. 
Bell,  the  account  of  Jane  Bell  to  her 
separate  use 

Heyden  v.  Owen,  the  account  of  the  sea¬ 
men  belonging  to  His  Majesty’s  Ships 
“Decade”  and  “Argonaut” 

Heyes,  Henry,'  see  Liverpool  Mayor 
Heygate’s  Estate,  Heathcote  v.  Whall, 
1868,  H.,  212 

Heygate,  see  Smithson  v.  Heygate 
Hibbert  v.  Hibbert,  the  legacy  account  of 
the  testator’s  children 
Hickens,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  residuary  estate  in  England 
of  Robert  Hickens,  Esq.,  deceased 
Hicken,  Thomas,  see  Price  v.  Prick 
Hickes,  see  Taylor  v.  Hickes 
Hickin,  John,  see  Cotton  v.  Pedley 
Hicks  v.  Harrison,  1866,  H,  nr,  the 
account  of  Fanny  Holland 
Hicks  v.  Harrison,  1866,  H.,  m,  the 
account  of  schools  ot  Christchurch, 
Newgate- street 


Higgins  v.  Pettman 

Higgins,  Elizabeth,  see  Walter  Crocker 
Higgins,  see  Doody  v.  Higgins 
Higginson,  Ann,  see  Sheppard  v.  Sheafe 
Highbury,  Henry,  see  South  Staffordshire . 
Railway 

Higham,  Edward,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Edward  Higham, 
late  of  Faulkbourn,  Essex,  Farmer, 
deceased,  the  share  of  William  Pashley, 
one  of  the  sons  of  Mary  Ann  Pashley, 
in  a  sum  of  ^1,100.  and  also  in  the 
residuary  estate  of  Edward  Higham, 
deceased,  in  case  he  was  living  on  the 
10th  February,  1863,  and  in  case  he 
was  dead  at  that  date,  the  account  of 
the  person  or  persons  entitled  thereto 
under  the  will  of  said  Edward  Higham 
Higham,  Edward,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Edward  Higham, 
late  of  Faulkbourn,  Essex,  Farmer, 
deceased,  the  share  of  Joseph  Pashley, 
one  of  the  sons  of  Mary  Ann  Pashley, 
in  a  sum  of  £1,100,  and  also  in  the 
residuary  estate  of  Edward  Higham, 
deceased,  in  case  he  was  living  on  the 
10th  February,  1863,  and  in  case  he 
was  dead  at  that  date,  the  account  of 
the  person  or  persons  entitled  thereto 
under  the  will  of  the  said  Edward 
Higham 

Hill,  see  De  la  Hooke  v.  Hid 
Hill,  see  Hare  v.  Hill 
Hill,  see  Maddison  v.  Hill 
Hill,  see  Norbury  v.  Hill 
Hill,  see  Payne  v.  Kinaston 
Hill,  see  Westcott  v.  Hill 
Hill  v.  Cockram 
Hill  v.  Hanbury 

Hill  v.  Hill,  the  account  of  the  real  estate 
Hill  v.  Mount 

Hill  v.  Nichols,  1868,  H.,  57 
Hill  v.  Price,  the  account  of  the  intestate, 
George  Hill’s  personal  estate 
Hill,  George,  deceased,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of,  so  far  as  the 
same  relate  to  the  moneys  arising  from 
the  sale  of  his  residuary  real  estate,  the 
account  of  Louisa,  the  wife  of  Edward 
Fitter,  and  his  or  her  incumbrancers  (if 
any) 

Hill,  George,  deceased,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of,  so  far  as  the 
same  relate  to  the  moneys  arising  from 
the  sale  of  his  residuary  real  estate,  the 
account  of  Sarah  Lumb  and  her  as¬ 
signees  or  incumbrancers  (if  any) 
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Hill,  George,  deceased,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of,  so  far  as  the 
same  relate  to  the  moneys  arising  from 
the  sale  of  his  residuary  real  estate,  the 
account  of  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  Richard  Smith  and  his  as¬ 
signees  or  incumbrancers  (if  any) 

Hill,  Louisa  and  Samuel  P.,  see  Cholerton 
v.  Heming 
Hillier  v.  Tarrant 
Hillman,  see  Hawkins  v.  Hillman 
Hills,  Matthew,  see  Mid-Kent  Railway 
Hilton  v.  Hilton,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale 
of  the  testator’s  personal  estate 
Hilton  v.  Hilton,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale 
of  the  testator’s  real  estate 
Hilton,  William,  see  Eastern  Counties, 
&c. ,  Railway 

Hinchinbroke,  Lord,  see  Shipbrooke  v. 
Hinchinbroke 

Hind,  Alfred,  see  Cook  v.  Pendrey 
Hine,  see  Codner  v.  Hine 
Hingston  v.  Lyne 

Hinton  v.  Eddowes,  in  Master  Allen’s 
office 

Hinton,  James  Pullin,  see  Lucas  v.  Pea¬ 
cock 

Hinxman,  see  Bridges  v.  Hinxman 
Hirst  v.  Hutchinson 
Hissey,  Amelia,  see  Sorby 
Hitchin,  Joseph,  see  Surrey,  &c.,  Railway 
Hitchings,  Thomas,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Hitchon,  see  Stanley  v.  Hitchon 
Hoar,  see  Cooper  v.  Hoar 
Hobbs,  Elizabeth,  see  Craven  v.  William¬ 
son 

Hobbs,  see  Lane  v.  Hobbs 
Hobbs  v.  Parsons,  Hobbs  v.  Johnson,  and 
Hobbs  v.  Shaw,  the  account  of  Mary 
Johnson,  the  wife  of  Joshua  Joseph, 
as  administratrix  of  Elizabeth  Parsons, 
widow,  deceased 

Hobson  v.  Blackburn,  Hobson  v.  Black¬ 
burn,  and  Hobson  v.  Prodgers 
Hobson  v.  Roberts,  1867,  H.,  195 
Hobson,  Frances,  see  Holdsworth  v. 
Wreaks 

Hobson  v.  Shearwood 
Hocken  v.  Battley 
Hockley,  see  Jones  v.  Hockley 
Hodder  v.  Pickman,  the  account  of 
Thomas  Cazeneuve  Troy,  deceased 
Hodges,  see  Withey  v.  Hodges 
Hodgkin,  see  Ramsden  v.  Hodgkin 
Hodgkins,  see  Timmis  v.  Steele 
Hodgskin,  Phoeby,  in  the  matter  of  the 


trusts  of  Phoeby  Hodgskin  or  other 
party  or  parties  interested  in  or  entitled 
to  a  legacy  of  ^£50  bequeathed  by  the 
will  of  John  Burges  Meecham 
Hodgson,  see  Crowther  v.  Hodgson 
Hodgson,  see  Pritchard  v.  Tupling 
Hodgson  v.  Clarke 

Hodgson  v.  Clarke,  the  real  estate  account 
Hodgson  v.  Clarke,  the  account  of  George 
William  Knott,  an  infant 
Hodgson  v.  Rigby,  the  defendant  Thomas 
Hudson’s  account 

Hodgson,  Charlotte,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Charlotte  Hodgson, 
deceased,  the  legacy  of  „-£ioo  to  Harry 
Morgan  Thoyts 

Hodson,  see  Hartshorn  v.  Hodson 
Holbrooke,  Jane,  see  White,  Amelia  S. 
Holden,  Thomas,  see  Thomas  Howland 
Holder,  see  Atkinson  v.  Parker 
Holderness,  see  Strangeways  v.  Holder- 
ness 

Holdsworth  v.  Wreaks,  the  account  of  the 
share  of  Frances  Hobson,  deceased,  one 
of  the  children  of  the  testator’s  brother 
George 

Hole,  see  Skinner  v.  Hole 
Hole,  Ann  Portington,  see  Nanny  Port- 
ington 

Holford,  see  Carter  v.  Holford 
Holford  v.  Barber,  in  Master  Holford’ s 
office 

Holgate,  see  Wilson  v.  Edmondson 
Holland,  see  Hughes  v.  Lipscombe 
Holland  v.  Windsor,  the  unsatisfied  credi¬ 
tors’  fund 

Holland  v.  Wood,  1869,  H.,  95,  the 
account  of  the  late  George  Wood’s 
mortgage  of  the  28th  of  May,  1842 
Holland,  f  aimy,  see  Hicks  v.  Harrison 
Holland,  James,  see  re  Sevier 
Holland,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Holland,  formerly  of 
Whitchurch,  in  the  county  of  Salop, 
Master,  deceased 

Holland,  Lady,  see  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railway 

Holland,  Mary  Ann,  see  Birmingham 
Railway 

Hollick,  John,  see  All  Saints,  Poplar 
Hollings,  see  Lane  v.  Hollings 
Hollis,  Frederick  William,  in  the  matter 
the  trusts  declared  by  the  mortgage  of 
Frederick  William  Hollis 
Hollis,  William,  see  Bennett,  Lydia 
Holloway,  Sarah,  see  Hulme  v.  Poore 
Hollow’s  estate  and  Hallett  v.  Hollow 
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Holmden,  see  Lomax  v  Holmden 
Holmes,  see  Gaskell  v.  Holmes 
Holmes,  see  Threlkeld  v.  Holmes 
Holmes  v.  Crispe,  the  account  of  John 
Crispe,  son  of  William  Crispe,  of  Loose 
Holmes  v.  Whillock 

Holmes,  George  Beresford  Brydges,  see 
Kent  Coast  Railway  Company 
Holmes,  Henry,  and  Sons,  see  Denison  v. 
Avison 

Holmes,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
of  James  Holmes  and  George  Lowth 
Holmes,  Mary,  see  Ashburnham  v.  Ash- 
burnham 

Holmes,  Margaret  Bibby,  see  Bell  v.  Bell 
Holmes,  Richard,  see  Daniel  v  Helder 
Holroyd,  see  Binns  v.  Holroyd 
Holt,  see  Harrop  v.  Holt 
Holt,  see  Parsons  v.  Holt 
Holt  v.  Murray,  the  subsequent  account 
Holyhead,  Harbour  of  ex  parte  the  Com 
missioners  for  executing  an  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament  passed  in  the  50th  year  of  the 
reign  of  his  late  Majesty  King  George 
the  3d,  entitled  an  Act  for  the  improving 
and  completing  the  Harbour  of  Holy- 
head,  in  the  Isle  of  Anglesea 
Homer,  see  Docker  v.  Homer 
Homewood  v.  Mayhew,  the  plaintiff,  Ann 
Homewood  and  her  children,  their  ac¬ 
count 

Honey,  Philip,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Philip  Honey,  deceased, 
the  account  of  Sally  Oram,  a  person  of 
unsound  mind 

Hood,  see  Winbolt  v.  Hood 
Hood  v.  Wilson 

Hookes  v.  Dyer,  in  Master  Eld’s  office 
Hookway,  Elizabeth,  see  Phippen  v.  Bath 
Hoole,  see  Gregory  v.  Mousley 
Hooper,  see  Lewis  v.  Hooper 
Hooper  v.  Jewell,  in  Master  Pratt’s  office 
Hooper  v.  Goodwin,  the  general  account 
of  the  personal  estate  of  the  testator 
Hoper,  see  Aubrey  v.  Hoper 
Hopkins,  see  Bolton  v.  Hopkins 
Hopkins,  see  Cuthbertson’s  estate 
Hopkins,  see  Ledsam  v.  Hopkins 
Hopkins  v.  Marsh,  the  defendant  Berring- 
ton  Marsh’s  account 
Hoppe,  see  Phippard  v.  Hoppe, 

Hopper,  see  Gibbons  v.  Hopper 
Horne  v.  Warr 

Horner  v.  Johnson,  the  moiety  of  Mari¬ 
anne  Clifton  and  her  children,  subject  to 
duty 

Horner  v.  Leckie 


Horrocks  v.  Horrocks 
Horsfall,  see  Smith  v.  Horsfall 
Horsefield,  see  Stockport  and  Woodley 
Railway 

Horsley  v.  Fawcett 
Horsnail  v.  Cowper 
Horton,  see  Watkins  v.  Horton 
Horton,  see  Nannock  v.  Horton 
Horton  v.  Horton,  the  account  of  the  tes¬ 
tator's  personal  estate 
Horton  v.  Pulley,  John  Proctor’s  legacy 
account 

Horton  v.  Pulley,  Mathew  Pugh’s  legacy 
account 

Horwood,  see  Blackburn  v.  Horwood 
Hosegood,  see  Pollard  v.  Revoult 
Hoskins,  William,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind 

Hoste,  see  Still  v.  Hoste 
Houghton,  see  Shepherd  v.  Houghton 
Houghton,  George  William,  see  Evans  v. 
Goode 

Hounson  v.  Roebuck 
House,  see  Boutell  v.  Kitson 
House,  see  Milbank  v.  House 
House  of  Parliament,  see  Westminster 
Hall 

House  v.  Millard,  the  account  of  George 
Henry  Boutell  and  his  incumbrancers 
Houstoun,  see  Paynter  v.  Houstoun 
How,  see  White  v.  How 
How,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
Sarah  How’s  will,  the  account  of  Louisa 
Mary  Proby  and  her  children 
Howard,  see  Statter  v.  Jackson 
Howard,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Elizabeth  Howard, 
Spinster,  deceased 

Howard,  Rufus  Hamilton,  in  the  matter 
of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Rufus  Ham¬ 
ilton  Howard,  late  of  Rangoon  in  British 
Burmah,  deceased,  of  whose  property 
and  credits  administration  with  the  said 
will  annexed  was  granted  to  Alexander 
Gair,  in  the  Court  of  the  Recorder  of 
Rangoon  on  the  3rd  of  January,  1869 
Howarth,  see  Shuttleworth  v.  Howarth 
Howell,  see  Turner  v.  Howell 
Howell,  see  Robert  Roberts 
Howarth,  Ann,  see  George  Newton’s  will 
Howe  v.  Grey,  1864,  H.,  216,  security  for 
costs 

Howell,  see  Gibbons  v.  Howell 
Howell  v.  Morshead 
Howell,  Thomas,  see  Taylor  v.  Taylor 
Howells,  Ann,  see  Southern  v.  Harris 
Howes  v.  Francis 
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Howland,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  Thomas  Howland,  otherwise 
Thomas  Holden,  one  of  the  next-of  kin 
of  Charles  Lace,  late  of  Heswell,  in  the 
county  of  Chester,  Gentleman,  deceased 
Howson,  Edmund,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  indenture  of  settlement 
datpd  the  13th  day  of  October,  1830, 
made  by  Edmund  Howson  the  elder, 
the  account  of  Edmund  Howson  or  his 
legal  personal  representative  or  issue 
Hoyland  v.  Fardell,  to  answer  the  legacy 
to  Francis  Heartley 

Hoyland  v.  Fardell,  to  answer  the  legacy 
to  John  Owtram 

Hubbersty,  see  Richardson  v.  Hubbersty 
Hubert  v.  Shillings,  in  Master  Light- 
bourn’s  office 

Hucks,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
fund  under  the  declaration  of  trust  of 
Mrs.  Sarah  Hucks,  deceased,  the  share 
of  the  trust  fund  originally  given  to  Jane 
Walkingham,  now  Jane  Taylor,  for  her 
life,  subject  to  succession  duty 
Huddart,  see  Wilkie  v.  Huddart 
Huddleston,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Hud¬ 
dleston  * 

Hudson  v.  Baker 
Hudson  v.  Garstin 

Hudson  v.  Hartness,  Ann  Ducker’s  ac¬ 
count 

Hudson,  Thomas,  see  Hodgson  v.  Rigby 
Huggins  v.  York  Buildings  Company,  in 
Master  Burroughes’  office 
Hughes’  estate,  H.,  1859,  245 
Hughes  v.  Golburn 

Hughes  v.  Jones,  i860,  H.,  100,  the  rents 
of  the  testatrix’s  leasehold  estates  com¬ 
prised  in  the  settlement  dated  the  17th 
day  of  April,  1838,  subject  to  duty 
Hughes  v.  Jones,  i860,  H.,  100,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  defendants,  John  Jones  and 
Eliza  his  wife,  subject  to  duty 
Hughes  v.  Lipscombe,  Hughes  v.  Lips-  j 
combe,  Hughes  v.  Holland,  Hughes  v. 
Finch,  Holland  v.  Lipscombe,  Holland 
v.  Lipscombe,  Holland  v.  Garland,  and 
Overton  v.  Garland 

Hughes  v.  Owens,  in  Master  Pepy’s  office 
Hughes  v.  Skelton 

Hughes  v.  Wynne,  the  unpaid  creditors’ 
fund 

Hulbert,  see  Gray  v.  Hulbert 
Hulbert,  see  Kingswell  v.  Hulbert 
Hulkes  v.  Day 
Hull  v.  Cage 
Hull  v.  Falconer 


Hulme  v.  Hulme,  the  account  of  the  plain¬ 
tiff  James  Stewart  Hulme 
Hulme  v.  Poore,  the  defendant  Sarah  Hol¬ 
loway,  late  Sarah  Luke,  her  account 
Hulme,  re,  Hulme  v.  Henesey 
Hulse,  see  Spurred  v.  Hulse 
Humble,  see  Brandling  v.  Humble 
Humble,  see  Paxton  v.  Humble 
Humble  v.  Shore,  the  account  of  the  resi¬ 
duary  legatees  of  the  testatrix  Lydia 
Shore 

Hume,  see  Bagster  v.  Hume 
Hume,  see  Scarratt  v.  Hume 
Humfrey,  see  Butterfield  v.  Humfrey 
Humming  Elizabeth,  seeRainford  v.  Parke 
Humphrey  v.  Davidson,  Page  v.  Hum¬ 
phrey,  and  Page  v.  Skinner,  the  account 
of  the  legacy  of  Charlotte  Greenway 
Humphreys,  see  St.  Aubyn  v.  Humphreys 
Humphreys  v.  Jones,  Aaron  Bywater,  the 
annuitant’s  account 

Humphries,  Henry  Holland,  see  Birming¬ 
ham  &c.,  Railway 

Humphrys,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  annuity  of  £  100  per  an¬ 
num,  bequeathed  by  the  will  of  James 
Humphrys  to  his  late  wife 
Hunt,  see  Fownes  v.  Hunt 
Hunt  v.  Dickenson 
Hunt  v.  Franke 

Hunt  v.  Hunt,  the  encumbered  estates 
Hunt  v.  Lacey,  in  Master  Eld’s  office 
Hunt  v.  Pratt,  1867,  H.,  259,  the  share  of 
the  defendant  Emma  Wright,  the  wife  of 
the  defendant  Richard  Wright,  and  those 
claiming  under  her 

Hunt  v.  White,  1868,  H.,  231,  the  sep¬ 
arate  account  of  the  plaintiff,  Kathleen 
Emilv  Jesse  Hunt 
Hunt,  William,  see  John  Nelson 
Hunt,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  sum  of  ^150,  bequeathed  by  the 
will  of  William  Hunt,  late  of  Bradford, 
in  the  county  of  Wilts,  to  the  children 
of  testator’s  three  sisters,  Elizabeth, 
Hannah,  and  Jane 
Hunter,  see  Leigh  v.  Hunter 
Hunter,  see  Pulsford  v.  Hunter 
Hunter  v.  Cobb 

Hunter,  Charles,  see  Brooke  v.  Elliott 
Hunter  William  Spider,  an  infant  legatee 
Huntingdon,  Mayor,  see  Attorney-Gen¬ 
eral  v.  Mayor  of  Huntingdon 
Huntley,  Peter,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  voluntary  settlement  made  by 
Peter  Huntley 
Hurd  v.  Law 
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Hurst,  see  Thomas  v.  Hurst 
Hurst  v.  Green,  the  annuity  of  ^30  be¬ 
queathed  by  the  testator  to  Tom  Army- 
tage  during  his  life 
Husband,  see  Bozon,  v.  Bolland 
Hussell,  Thomas,  see  Brodribb  v.  Sher- 
ring 

Hussey,  Eugene,  in  the  matter  of  Eugene 
Hussey’s  estate,  Johnson  v.  Kershaw, 
H.,  1863,  129,  the  account  of  the  leg¬ 
acy  to  Mary  Fitzgerald  and  her  children, 
duty  paid 

Hutcheson,  see  Jones  v.  Hutcheson 
Hutcheson,  Richard,  see  Campbell  v. 

Earl  of  Radnor 
Hutchins  v.  Hutchins 
Hutchinson,  see  Hirst  v.  Hutchinson 
Hutchinson  v.  Yeatman 
Hutchison  v.  Goforth 
Hutton  v.  Hutton 
Hyde,  see  Brome  v.  Hyde 
Hylton,  see  Ramsden  v.  Hylton 
Hyndford,  see  Polhill  v.  the  Earl  of  Hynd- 
ford 

Hyne,  Ambrose  Elias,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  share  of  Ambrose  Elias 
Hyne  of  a  legacy  of  ^400  given  by  the 
will  of  Andrew  Bastard  Jellard,  deceased 
Iggulden,  Elizabeth,  see  Leith  v.  Mant 
lies  v.  Dixon,  the  account  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  testator’s  real  estate 
Iliffe  v.  Belgrave,  in  Master  Lovebon’s 
office 

llsley,  Martha  Hayman,  see  Catley  v. 
Ward 

Imperial  Mercantile  Credit  Association 
Limited  v.  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Railway  Company,  1866,  I.,  104, 
security  for  costs  of  the  defendant, 
Charles  Parker  Drawbridge’s  account 
Impleton,  Thomas,  see  Mary  Anthony 
Incorporated  Society  for  building  churches 
and  chapels,  see  Frances  Sanders 
Indge  v.  Pendygrass,  the  capital  account 
Ingle,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Ingle,  late  of 
Leeds,  deceased,  the  account  of  Edmu  nd 
Ingle,  the  testator’s  heir-at-law 
Inglish,  see  Webb  v.  Inglish 
Ingmire,  see  Sherratt  v.  Ingmire 
Ingram,  see  Anson  v.  Towgood 
Ingram  v.  Gardiner 
Iniff,  see  Haggitt  v.  Iniff 
Innes,  see  Winter  v.  Innes 
Insall,  see  Sadler  v.  Insall 
Instone,  Noel,  and  infant  legatee 
Instone,  Stanley,  an  infant  legatee 


International  Bank,  see  Gladsome  v.  Kemp 
Irby  v.  Irby,  Irby  v.  Skipworth,  Irby  v. 
Countess  of  Plymouth,  Irby  v.  Brig- 
stocke,  Irby  v.  Stockdale,  and  Irby  v. 
Vansittart,  the  equitable  assets  account 
Irby  v.  Irby,  Irby  v.  Skipworth,  Irby  v. 
Countess  of  Plymouth,  Irby  v.  Brig- 
stocke,  Irby  v.  Stockdale,  and  Irby  v. 
Vansittart,  the  legal  assets  account 
Ireland  v.  Coventry 
Isaac  v.  Gompertz 

Isherwood,  Hannah  and  Richard,  see 
Thomas  Barrowcliff 
Ives,  see  Moreau  v.  Ives 
Jackson,  see  Biddles  v.  Jackson 
Jackson,  see  Burgis  v.  Jackson 
Jackson,  see  Bury  v.  Jackson 
Jackson,  see  George  Ive  Corner 
Jackson,  see  Grisiell  v.  Jackson 
Jackson,  see  Statter  v».  Jackson 
Jackson,  see  Sutcliffe  v.  Knowles 
Jackson,  see  Watt  v.  Jackson 
Jackson,  see  Whitsed  v.  Jackson 
Jackson  v.  Drayner 
Jackson  v.  Gatenby,  1867,  J.,  9 
Jackson  v.  Jackson,  1867,  J.,  13,  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s  real 
estate 

Jackson  v.  Milfield,  and  Jackson  v.  Mil- 
field 

Jackson  v.  Naden,  the  real  and  leasehold 
estates  of  the  testator,  John  Alcoc1' 
Jackson  v.  Lyon 
Jackson  v.  Maule 
Jackson  v.  Smith 

Jackson  v.  Nemes,  in  Master  Pechell’s 
office 

Jackson  v.  Pichi,  the  defendant,  Frederick 
William  Jackson’s  account 
Jackson  v.  Bay  lies,  and  Baylies  v.  Bour- 
chier,  in  Master  Holford’s  office 
Jacobson  v.  Davies,  the  account  of  the 
representatives  of  the  infant  plaintiff, 
Catherine  Hannah  Maria  Jacobson,  de¬ 
ceased 

Jaquet,  see  Belcher,  Matthew 
James,  see  Spicer  v.  James 
James,  see  Wynch  v.  James 
James  v.  Brown,  the  account  of  James 
Butler,  the  creditor 

James  v.  Canning,  in  Master  Lane’s  office 
James  v.  Murray 

James,  Timothy,  and  another  v.  Smith 
James,  Charles,  see  London  Dock  Com¬ 
pany 

James,  Elizabeth  and  Stephen,  see  Jones 
v.  Thomas 
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James,  Thomas  Raymond,  see  Sarah  Nash 
James,  William,  see  South  Staffordshire 
Railway  Company 
Jameson  v.  Stein 

I  Anson,  see  McGrath  v.  J’ Anson 
Janson,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Mary  Janson,  late  of 
Ripon,  in  the  county  of  York 
Jarvis  v.  Shand,  1863,  J.,  89,  the  account 
of  the  trust  funds  under  the  indenture 
of  the  nth  of  January,  1863 
Jarvis,  Ann,  see  Thomas  Price 
Jasper,  see  Johnson  v.  Jasper 
Jay,  see  Griffiths  v.  Jay 
Jay  v.  Ward,  the  account  of  the  settled  es¬ 
tates  of  Lady  Leigh,  deceased 
Jayne  v.  Harris,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant  Catherine  Anne  Harris  and  her 
children,  subject  to  duty 
Jeays,  Alice,  see  Charing  Cross  Railway 
Company 

Jee,  see  Clowes  v.  Jee 
Jefferis,  see  Waters  v.  Jefferis 
Jefferson,  Joseph,  see  Cook  v.  Weeley 
Jeffery,  see  Court  v.  Jeffery 
Jeffery,  Mary,  see  Manning  v.  Petherick 
Jefferys  v.  Smith,  and  Jefferys  v.  Stephens 
Jeffries  v.  Meredith,  1864,  J-,  120,  Pro¬ 
ceeds  of  realty 

Jellard,  Andrew  Bastard,  see  Hyne,  Am¬ 
brose  Elias 

Jenison,  see  Perry  v.  Beauclerk 
Jenkin,  see  Powell  v.  Jenkin 
Jenkins,  see  Appleby  v.  Jenkins 
Jenkins  v.  Brown.  1868,  J.,  90,  the  share 
of  Frederick  William  Jenkins,  deceased, 
subject  to  contingent  bequests  over 
Jenkins  v.  Cox 

Jenkins,  Eliza,  deceased,  in  re,  Prosser  v. 
Jenkins,  legacy  for  repairs  of  monument 
in  Llanon  Church 

Jenkins,  George  Ireland  and  John  Philip, 
see  Dowle  v.  Lucy 
Jenner  v.  Earl  ofAVinchelsea 
Jennings,  see  Barnes  v.  Jennings 
Jennings,  see  Owens  v.  Jennings 
Jennings,  see  Paul  v.  Jennings 
Jennings,  see  Pulsford  v.  Hunter 
Jennings,  see  Rawlings  v.  Jennings 
Jennings,  see  Turner  v.  Jolly 
Jennings  v.  A  incent,  the  creditors’  account 
Jennings  v.  Vincent 
Jennings  v.  Elster 

Jennings  v.  Newman,  the  plaintiffs,  David 
Jennings,  I  homas  Peake  the  younger, 
and  Samuel  Newman,  their  account 
Jennings,  A\  llliam  Thomas,  in  the  matter 


of  the  trusts  of  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
William  Thomas  Jennings  by  the  will  of 
John  Jennings 

Jenny,  Martha,  see  Miller  v.  Smith 
Jeves,  William,  see  All  Saints,  Poplar 
fevers  v.  Thompson 
Jewell,  see  Hooper  v.  Jewell 
Joad  v.  Forwood,  1866,  J.,  37,  account  of 
the  share  of  Edward  Freeman  Forwood. 
or  his  representatives,  incumbrancers, 
or  other  person  entitled  under  him 
Jobson  v.  Bevill,  the  account  of  the 
testator’s  personal  estate 
Jobson,  Robert,  see  Parker  v.  Sayle 
Jodrell,  Paul  Hase,  see  Freme  v.  Brade 
John  v.  Smith,  1863,  J-,  IO->  the  costs  of 
the  defendants  up  to  the  15th  day  of 
January,  1869 

John  Ann  and  Caroline,  see  Teeson,  John 
John,  Caroline,  see  Joseph  Kemp 
Johnes,  see  Spode  v.  Smith 
Johnson,  see  Dollond  v.  Johnson 
Johnson,  see  Brandwood  v.  Johnson 
Johnson,  see  Goodall  v.  Johnson 
Johnson,  see  Horner  v.  Johnson 
Johnson,  see  Eugene  Hussey 
Johnson,  see  John  Watts 
Johnson  v.  Atkinson 
Johnson  v.  Foot 

Johnson  v.  Fothergill,  Johnson  Foster’s 
account 

Johnson  v.  Green 

Johnson  v.  Hammersley,  the  Exchequer 
Bill  Account 
Johnson  v.  Jasper 

Johnson  v.  Johnson,  1873,  J->  26,  the  sep¬ 
arate  account  of  the  defendant  Jenny 
Blanchard  Johnson,  an  infant 
Johnson  v.  Roche 

Johnson  v.  Rowlands,  the  account  of  the 
share  of  Sarah  Salter,  stated  to  be  the 
wife  of  George  Perks 

Johnson,  Frances  Eliza,  an  infant  legatee 
Johnson,  Henry  Wilson,  an  infant 
Johnson,  Mary,  see  Hobbs  v.  Parsons 
Johnson,  Susan,  see  Boisselier  v.  Ridgway 
Johnston  v.  Johnston,  an  account  to  an¬ 
swer  costs 

Johnston,  see  Pearson’s  Estate 
Johnstone,  see  Georges  v.  Georges 
Joint  Stock  Banking  Company  (North  of 
England),  see  Brandling  v.  Plummer 
Jolliffe,  Thomas  Samuel,  see  Tuffnell  v. 
Stoe 

Jolly,  see  Turner  v.  Jolly 
Tolly  v.  De  Tastet 
Jones,  see  Burke  v.  Jones 
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Jones,  see  Brown  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Foulkes  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Gibbons  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Gill  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Gresley  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Hardwick  v.  Richardson 
Jones,  see  Hughes  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Humphreys  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Kynaston  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Laugharne,  William 
Jones,  see  Lingard  v.  Boston 
Jones,  see  Nickolls  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Parry  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Pearce  v.  Milner 
Jones,  see  Pulteney  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Taylor  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Wollaston  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Williams  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Westfield  v.  Skipworth 
Jones,  see  Webb  v.  Jones 
Jones,  see  Watters  v.  Jones 
Jones  v.  Bowen 
Jones  v.  Chamberlayne 
Jones  v.  Foulkes 
Jones  v.  Griffiths 

Jones  v.  Hockley,  an  Jones  v.  Hockley, 
the  personal  estate  of  the  testatrix, 
Letitia  Jones 
Jones  v.  Hutcheson 
Jones  v.  Jones,  1862,  J.,  6 
Jones  v.  Lord  Langdale,  the  account  of 
William  Denham 
Jones  v.  Lowe 

Jones  v.  Lloyd,  in  Master  Thomas  Ben¬ 
nett’s  office 
Jones  v.  Morgan 

Jones  v.  Rogers,  the  account  of  Ann 
Jones,  the  annuitant 

Jones  v.  Rosser,  'the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  Jane  Bennett 
Jones  v.  Stratton,  the  account  of  the 
Southmead  estate 
Jones  v.  Thomas 

Jones  v.  Thomas,  and  Jones  v.  Williams, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
Elizabeth  James  and  her  children  by 
Stephen  James,  her  husband,  subject  to 
legacy  duty 
Jones  v.  Watkins 

Jones  v.  Williams,  Thomas  v.  Williams, 
Williams  v.  Williams  and  Williams  v. 
Williams 

Jones,  Ann,  a  minor 
Jones,  Catherine,  see  Thomas  Loyd 
Jones,  Cornelius  John,  see  Woodyatt,  Jonn 
Jones,  David  Edward,  see  George  v. 
Wilkinson 


Jones,  Eliza  and  John,  see  Hughes  v. 
Jones 

Jones,  Jane,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Jane  Jones,  late  of  Pen-y- 
Bryn,  in  the  county  of  Carnarvon, 
Widow,  deceased 
Jones,  John,  see  Trinity  House 
Jones,  John,  see  Southern  v.  Harris 
Jones,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  William  Jones,  of  Llanenddwyn, 
deceased 

Jones,  William,  see  Thomas  Lloyd 
Jones,  William  Edward,  see  Byrne  v. 
Norcott 

Jonsiffe,  Fanny  Elizabeth,  see  Metropoli¬ 
tan  and  St.  John’s  Wood  Railway 
Jopling,  see  Powles  v.  Jopling 
Jordaine  v.  Gray,  the  life  account  of  John 
Campbell 

Jortin,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Jortin 
Joslin,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Joslin,  deceased,  the 
share  of  Adolphus  Clarence  and  his 
assignees 

Joy,  see  Eaton  v.  Joy 
Joyce  v.  Fagg 

Justin,  Rebecca,  see  John  Bryant’s  will 
Jutting,  see  Wrench  v.  Jutting 
Kae,  John  Herbert,  see  Sunderland  Dock 
Company 

Kampf,  Henry,  see  Legrew,  John 
Kay,  John,  see  Shuttle  worth  v.  Howarth 
Kay,  Rita,  see  Mowlem,  John 
Kealey,  see  Bolney  v.  Kealey 
Kealy,  see  McDermott  v.  Kealy 
Kean,  see  Duesbury  v.  Kean 
Keane  v.  Skato,  the  account  of  Peter 
Augustus  Latour’s  personal  estate 
Keark’s  Trust,  in  the  matter  ofKeark’s 
Trust,  the  account  of  the  life  interest 
given  to  Betty  Hayter  and  others  of 
the  ^900  legacy 

Kearns,  William  Mosson,  see  London 
Dock  Company 

Keeling,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  three  sums  of  ^445  each  oL£3  per 
cent.  Bank  Annuities,  part  of  the  resi¬ 
duary  estate  of  Henry  Keeling, 
deceased,  bequeathed  in  favour  of  Eliza 
Flemming  and  her  children 
Keen,  see  Rogers  v.  Keen 
Keen  v.  Birch,  the  account  of  the  rents 
and  profits  of  the  real  estate  of  the  tes  ¬ 
tator,  Edmund  John  Birch 
Keen  v.  Aston,  in  Master  Ord’s  office 
Keep,  Alice,  see  Metropolis  Turnpike 
Roads 
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Keith,  see  Reid  v.  Keith 
Kekewick,  see  Stowey  v.  Kekewick 
Kekewick  v.  Radcliffe,  the  account  of 
Richard  Preston’s  purchase  money 
Kelday,  see  Moon  v.  Kelday 
Kelt,  see  Back  v.  Kelt 
Kemball  v.  Fyson,  the  account  of  the 
defendant,  Emma  Newman 
Kemp,  see  Gladstone  v.  Kemp 
Kemp,  see  Newnham  v.  Kemp. 

Kemp,  Joseph,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  settlement  executed  on  the  mar¬ 
riage  of  Joseph  Kemp  and  Caroline  John 
Kenn,  Honor,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Honor  Kenn,  formerly  of 
Dorchester,  in  the  county  of  Dorset,  but 
late  of  Milborne  St.  Andrew,  in  the  said 
county,  Spinster,  deceased,  dated  the 
15th  day  of  January,  1817,  so  far  as  re¬ 
lates  to  the  legacy  of  £60  stock  of  £  5 
per  centum  Annuities,  and  the  interest 
thereon,  bequeathed  to  Jane  Stiles,  wife 
of  John  Stiles,  and  Sarah  Creech,  Widow, 
and  the  survivors  of  them  and  their 
children,  subject  to  legacy  duty 
Kennedy,  William  Q. ,  see  re  Quinn 
Kennett  v.  Stubbs,  John  Bernard  Kennett, 
a  lunatic,  and  the  defendant,  Elizabeth 
Kennett,  his  wife,  their  account 
Kennett  v.  Willis 
Kennion  v.  Parke 
Kent,  see  Winter  v.  Kent 
Kent  Coast  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the  Kent  Coast  Railway  Company,  the 
Herne  Bay  and  Faversham  Railway  Act, 
1857,  the  Margate  Railway  Act,  1859, 
and  the  Kent  Coast  Railway  Act,  1861 
Kent  Coast  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the  Kent  Coast  Railway  Company,  the 
account  of  Joseph  Copeland  Bell,  John 
George  William  Brydges,  Francis  War¬ 
ren,  John  Neville  Warren,  Alfred  War¬ 
ren,  Frederick  Warren,  the  Right  Hon¬ 
ourable  Evelyn  Boscawen,  Lord  Vis¬ 
count  Falmouth,  Walter  Boyd,  and 
George  Beresford  Brydges  Holmes 
Kent,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
fund  arising  from  the  legacy  of  ^£500, 
bequeathed  by  the  will  of  Richard  Kent, 
deceased,  to  the  brothers  and  sisters  of 
his  late  wife  and  their  issue 
Keppell,  Right  Honourable  William,  see 
Sunderland  Dock  Company 
Kerby,  Edward,  ex  parte  Edward  Kirby, 
the  purchaser 

Kerby,  see  Frederick  Parsons 

Kerr,  Robt,  he  being  absent  beyond  seas 


Kerridge  v.  Read,  1864,  K.  ,  53 
Kerrison,  see  Rosslyn  v.  Kernson 
Kerrison,  Roger  Allday,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  Roger  Allday  Kerrison’ s 
settlement,  the  contingent  account  of 
Edmund  Roger  Allday  Kerrison,  an  in¬ 
fant 

Kershaw,  see  Eugene  Hussey 
Kershaw  v.  Hardman 
Kett,  see  Back  v.  Kett 
Kettering,  Thrapstone,  and  Huntingdon 
Railway,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
Sir  James  Hay  Langham,  Baronet,  a 
lunatic 

Kettlewell,  Catherine,  see  Kilvington  v. 
Harrison 

Key,  see  Heritage  v.  Key 
Kidger,  see  Harrison  v.  Kidger 
Kidman  v.  Palmer 
Kidman,  see  Shelton  v.  Kidman 
Kilby,  see  McAdam  v.  Kilby 
Kilby,  Martha,  see  McAdam  v.  King 
Killer,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  James  Killer, 
deceased,  the  account  of  the  share  of 
John  Munro  in  the  legacy  and  share  of 
residue  bequeathed  in  trust  for  Margaret 
Munro  and  such  of  her  children  as  shall 
live  to  the  age  of  twenty-one  years 
Killick  v.  Smart,  and  Smart  v.  Smart 
Killick,  Charles  Hamerton,  see  Hawkins 
v.  Hamerton 

Kilmorrey,  Lord,  see  Bourne  v.  Lord 
Kilmorrey 

Kilvington  v.  Harrison,  the  defendant, 
Catherine  Kettlewell’ s  account 
Kimber,  see  Charlotte  Williams 
Kimberley,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  proceeds  of  the  leasehold 
property  in  Bordesley-street,  Birming¬ 
ham,  of  Robert  Kimberley 
Kinanston,  see  Payne  v.  Kinanston 
Kinanston  v.  Clarke 
Kinchant,  see  Shawe  v.  Kinchant 
Kinder,  see  Orange 

Kinderley,  see  White  v.  Countess  Dowa¬ 
ger  of  Lincoln 
King,  see  Cox  v.  King 
King,  see  McAdams  v.  King 
King,  see  Radcliffe  v.  King 
King  v.  Mason 

King  v.  Broughton,  the  account  of  the 
bequest  to  Thomas  Hare  under  the  will 
of  Ann  Hare 
King  v.  Worts 

King,  Elizabeth  Anne,  a  minor 
King,  Mary,  a  lunatic 
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King,  Thomas,  see  Gordon  v.  Smith 
Kingdon,  Elizabeth,  see  Rogers  v.  Mills 
Kingsdown,  Rt.  Hon.,  Thomas,  Baron, 
see  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway 
Kingsmill  v.  Hulbert,  moneys  arising  from 
surplus  dividends 
Kinloch,  see  Bruce  v.  Kinloch 
Kinnaird,  Baron,  see  Baron  Alvanley  v. 

Baron  Kinnaird 
Kinnaird,  Lord,  v.  Christie 
Kirby,  see  Collett  v.  Kirby 
Kirby  v.  Falkener,  the  account  of  the  un¬ 
claimed  legacy  of  Sebastian  Nash  de 
Brissac 

Kirkham,  see  Marriott  v.  Kirkham 
Kirkland  v.  Reid,  the  account  of  Ann 
Mclver,  the  legatee 

Kirkland  v.  Reid,  the  account  of  Alexan¬ 
der  Mclver 
Kirkman  v.  Mister 

Kishere  v.  Fitzgerald,  Shipley  v.  Fitz¬ 
gerald,  and  Penwold  v.  Fitzgerald 
Kitching,  see  Lingard  v.  Boston 
Kitson,  see  Boutell  v.  Kitson 
Kiy  v.  Kiy,  the  account  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s  freehold  and 
messuage  and  premises  in  the  parish  of 
St.  Mary  the  Less 
Knapp  v.  Pollock 

Knapping  v.  Tomlinson,  the  account  of 
the  defendant  Samuel  Thomas  Worskett, 
an  infant,  subject  to  succession  duty 
Knapping  v.  Tomlinson,  the  account  of 
Joseph  Knapping,  one  of  the  children 
of  Thirza  Knapping  the  elder,  subject  to 
succession  duty 

Knight,  see  Mundey  v.  Padwick 
Knight,  see  Murray  v.  Knight 
Knight,  see  Williams  v.  Knight 
Knight  v.  Earl  of  Plymouth,  the  general 
account 

Knight  v.  Knight,  the  account  of  the  pro¬ 
duce  of  the  testator’s  real  estate 
Knight  v.  Cox,  the  equitable  assets  ac¬ 
count 

Knight  v.  Bowley 
Knight  v.  Griffith 
Knight  v.  Davis 

Knightley,  Charles,  ex  parte  the  pur¬ 
chaser  or  purchasers  of  the  estate  or 
estates  of  Sir  Charles  Knightley 
Knott  v.  Cottee,  Sarah  Smith’s  annuity  ac¬ 
count 

Knott,  George  William,  see  Hodgson  v. 
Clarke 

Knowles,  see  Cundell  v.  Knowles 
Knowles,  see  Percival 


Knowles,  see  Sutcliffe  v.  Knowles 
Knowles  v.  Greenhalgh,  the  creditors’ 
fund  account 

Knox,  see  Tomlinson  v.  Brown 
Knox  v.  Wells,  K.,  1855,  No.  8,  income 
account  of  the  children  of  George  Wells 
Kohler  v.  Kohler,  subject  to  duty 
Kohler  v.  Kohler,  1859,  K.,  45,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Anna  Margaretha  Kohler, 
widow,  and  those  entitled  in  remainder 
Kuyper,  re,  Mollett  v.  Kuyper,  balance  of 
proceeds  of  policy  No.  5440  ' 

Kyffin,  see  Evans  v.  Kyffin 
Knyaston  v.  Knyaston 
Knyaston  v.  Jones,  and  Knyaston  v. 
Jones 

Lace,  Charles,  of  Heswell,  Chester,  see 
Thomas  Howland 
Lacey,  see  Hunt  v.  Lacey 
Ladbroke  v.  Prior 
Lade,  see  Skillman  v.  Lade 
Lake,  see  Maddy  v.  Lake 
Lake  v.  Bartholomew 
Lake  v.  Belk,  and  Lake  v.  Forest,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Mary  Roberts 
Lakeland,  see  Towse  v.  Lakeland 
Lamb,  see  Mason  v.  Lamb 
Lamb,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  William  Lamb,  late  of  Howden,  in 
the  county  of  York,  Gentleman,  de¬ 
ceased,  Green  v.  Goodworth,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  defendant  John  Goodworth, 
and  his  assignees  in  bankruptcy 
Lambard,  see  Dering’s  infants  v.  Lambard 
Lambeth  Benefit  Building  Society,  No.  3, 
see  Benjamin  Stone 

Lambton  v.  Davidson,  and  Lambton  v. 
Fletcher,  the  account  of  the  late  plain¬ 
tiff,  Eliza  Lambton 

Lamplough,  Robert  Elliott,  see  Bird  v. 
Breese 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Manchester  and  Leeds  Railway  Act, 
1836,  the  Huddersfield  and  Sheffield 
Junction  Railway  Act,  1845,  the  Hud¬ 
dersfield  and  Sheffield  Junction  and 
Manchester  and  Leeds  Railway  Act, 
1846,  and  the  Manchester  and  Leeds 
Railway,  No.  3,  1847,  the  account  of 
George  Gartside’s  estate 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway, 
Blackburn,  Chorley,  Horwich,  and 
Wigan  Lines  Act,  1864,  the  account  of 
the  Right  Honourable  Thomas  Baron 
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Kingsdovvn  and  the  persons  entitled  in 
remainder  to  the  settled  estates  of  Sir 
Robert  Holt  Leigh,  Baronet,  deceased 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Manchester  and  Leeds  Railway  Act, 
1836,  the  Liverpool  and  Bury  Railway 
Act,  1846,  the  Liverpool  and  Bury  and 
Manchester  and  Leeds  Railway  Act, 
1846,  and  the  Manchester  and  Leeds 
Railway  Act,  No.  3,  1847 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Liverpool  and  Bury  Railway  Act,  1845 
Lancaster  and  Carlisle  Railway  Company, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Lancaster  and 
Carlisle  and  Ingleton  Railway  Act, 
1857,  the  account  of  the  trusts  of  the 
settlement  of  George  Wilson,  deceased, 
and  George  Edward  Wilson 
Lancaster  Railway  Act,  see  Ulverstone  and 
Lancaster  Railway 
Lancaster  v.  Dixon 

Lancaster,  Thomas,  see  Attorney-General 
v.  Smith 

Landen,  Eliza,  see  Susannah  Watt 
Lane,  see  Durnford  v.  Lane 
Lane,  see  Mesher  v.  Lane 
Lane  v.  Hollings,  and  Lane  v.  Hollings, 
the  separate  account  of  Joseph  Stonier, 
administrator  of  Mary  Ann  Hardwick, 
his  late  wife  subject  to  duty 
Lane  v.  Hobbs,  the  account  of  Charles 
Meads 

Lane  v.  Hobbs,  the  account  of  the  children 
of  Mary  Cudmore,  Widow,  deceased 
Lane  v.  Hobbs,  the  separate  account  of 
Susan  Meads 
Lane  v.  Hobbs 

Lane  and  another  v.  Hardwicke  and  others 
Lane,  Amy  Blanche,  an  infant  legatee 
Lane,  Frederick  John,  an  infant  legatee 
Lane,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the  share  to 
which  James  Lane  if  he  were  living 
would  be  entitled  under  the  trusts  of  the 
will  of  Harriett  Morris,  deceased,  of 
the  proceeds  of  her  residuary  estate 
Lane,  May  Rose,  an  infant  legatee 
Lanfear,  see  Bailey  v.  Lanfear 
Lang,  see  Reynolds  v.  Lang 
Lang  v.  Phillips 

Lang,  Charlotte,  the  wife  of  Richard 
(formerly  Charlotte  Langham),  absent 
beyond  seas 

Langdale,  Lord,  see  Jones  v.  Lord  Lang- 
dale 

Langford,  see  Newby  v.  Langford 


Langham  v.  Reynolds 
Langham,  Sir  James  Hay,  see  Kettering, 
&c.,  Railway 

Langham,  Charlotte,  see  Lang 
Langham,  Laypoldt,  a  legatee  absent 
beyond  the  seas 

Langhorn,  see  Dixon  v.  Langhorn 
Langley,  John;  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  marriage  settlement  of  John 
Langley  and  Ann,  his  wife,  both  de¬ 
ceased,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  shares  of 
Elizabeth  Harris,  deceased,  and  Henry 
Langley 

Langmead  v.  Lopes 
Langton,  see  Garniss  v.  Langton 
Lanham,  John,  see  Charles  Grinstead 
Lankester  v.  Wood,  1 866,  L  ,  35,  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  sale  of  real  estate 
Lankshear,  see  Bourgeois  v.  Lankshear 
Lansberry,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Flet¬ 
cher 

Lara  v.  Lara,  the  defendant  Phineas 
Lara’s  account 
Larder,  see  Frances  Taylor 
Larkins,  see  Collmgwood  v.  Larkins 
Larminie,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  residuary  estate  of  James 
Larminie,  deceased 

Lashmer,  John,  see  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Lassieur  v.  Tyrconnel,  the  account  of  the 
outstanding  personal  estate  of  the  Right 
Honourable  Lady  Almeria  Carpenter, 
deceased 

Lathbury,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  indenture  of  settlement 
dated  the  23rd  day  of  February,  1827, 
made  and  executed  by  Richard  Lath¬ 
bury,  late  of  Mackley,  in  the  county  of 
Derby,  Gentleman,  deceased,  on  his 
marriage  with  Maria  Fern,  since  de¬ 
ceased 

Latours,  Peter  Augustus,  see  Keane  v. 
Skato 

Latter,  see  Dashwood  v.  Latter 
Latter  v.  Willard 

Laugharne,  William,  the  estate  of  William 
Laugharne,  and  Laugharne  v.  Jones, 
Sarah  Bennett’s  legacy  account 
Laugher,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  under  the  will  of  Elizabeth 
Laugher,  deceased,  for  the  payment  of 
a  legacy  of  £  100  to  his  Grace  the  Lord 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  in  aid  of  the 
funds  for  the  religious  instruction  of 
persons  employed  in  the  lead  and  coal 
mines  of  this  country 
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Lavender,  see  Oldaker  v.  Lavender 
Law,  see  Hurd  v.  Law 
Lawrance,  see  Brownson  v.  Lawrance 
Lawrence  v.  Cruwys,  the  account  of  in¬ 
terest 

Lawrence,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  George  Lawrence, 
late  of  Abingdon,  in  the  county  of 
Berks,  Blacksmith  and  Farrier,  deceased 
Lawry,  see  Stephens  v.  Lawry 
Lawson,  see  Wise  v.  Lawson 
Lawson  v.  Barton 
Lay,  see  Cookson  v.  Lay 
Lay  v.  Winsor 
Layton,  see  Potts  v.  Layton 
Layton,  see  Cooper  v.  Layton 
Le  Despenser,  Francis,  Lord,  ex  parte  the 
purchaser  or  purchasers  of  the  Lincoln¬ 
shire  estates  of  Francis,  Lord  Le  Des- 
pen^er 

Lea  v.  Grime,  1864,  L.,  94,  the  rents  and 
profits  account 
Leach,  see  Bassett  v.  Leach 
Leach  v.  Hardy 

Leach,  John  and  Sarah,  see  Great  Western 
Railway 

Leak  v.  McDowall,  the  account  of  the 
proceeds  of  sale  of  the  testator’s  real 
estate  remaining  unsold 
Leake,  see  Frances  Taylor 
Leapingwell,  see  Page  v.  Leapingwell 
Leathart  v.  Thorne 
Leather  v.  Pennington 
Lechmere  v.  Stubbs,  and  Lechmere  v. 
Astbury,  the  legacy  account  of  the 
grandchildren  of  William  Bedford,  sub¬ 
ject  to  legacy  duty 
Leckie,  see  Horner  v.  Leckie 
Leconfield,  Right  Honourable  George, 
Baron,  see  Cockermouth,  &c.,  Railway 
Company 

Lediard,  see  Sidden  v.  Forster 
Ledicott,  Mary  Ann,  see  Webb  v.  Ledicott 
Ledsam  v.  Hopkins,  the  personal  estate 
account 

Ledward  v.  Ledward,  income  account 
Lee,  see  Parker  v.  Lee 
Lee,  see  Flockton  v.  Lee 
Lee,  see  Chamberlain  v.  Lee 
Lee,  see  Hatch  v.  Lee 
Lee,  see  Shore  v.  Lee 
Lee,  see  Syms  v.  Lee 
Lee  v.  Bell,  the  account  of  the  defendants 
Lee  v.  Pain,  William  Moore’s  legacy  ac¬ 
count 

Lee  v.  Monk,  1871,  L.,  87,  the  share  of 
proceeds  of  sale  of  freehold  premises  at 


Thirsk,  of  Alice  Morris  Lee,  an  infant, 
subject  to  duty 

Lee,  Isabella  and  William,  see  Clowes  v. 

!  Jee 

Lee,  William,  a  person  of  unsound  mind, 
the  surplus  income 

Leech  v.  Leech,  the  account  of  the  real 
estate 

Leeas,  Duke  of,  v.  Pughe 
Leeds,  ex  parte  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  borough  of-  Leeds. 
The  account  of  William  Conytrs 
Leeds,  ex  parte,  the  Leeds  and  Bradford 
Railway  Company 

Leeds,  ex  parte  the  Leeds  and  Bradford 
and  Ha  ifax  J unction  Railway  Company, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Leeds,  Bradford, 
and  Halifax  Junction  Railway  Act, 

i853 

Lees,  see  Matthews  v.  Lees 
Lees  v.  Lees,  1857,  L.,  51,  the  settled 
share  of  the  defendant,  Thomas  Booth 
Lees,  subject  to  a  question  of  duty  on 
his  death 

Lees  v.  Lees,  1857,  L.,  51,  the  settled 
share  of  the  defendant,  James  Robert 
Lees,  subject  to  a  question  of  duty  on 
his  death 

Lees,,  Martha,  see  re  Schofield 
Lefevre,  Frederica  Clavering,  see  Cham¬ 
bers  v.  Whiteside 

Lefroy  v.  Lefroy,  the  plaintiff,  Sophia 
Lefroy’s  annuity  account 
Legg,  see  Boughton  v.  Legg 
Legg,  see  Detillin  v.  Gale 
Legg  v.  Mackrell,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiff,  Elizabeth  Jane  Legg,  and  her 
children 

Legrew,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Legrew,  Esq., 
deceased,  the  account  of  Henry  Kampf, 
or  his  issue  or  representative 
Leicester,  see  Livesey  v.  Leicester 
Leigh  v.  Hunter 
Leigh  v.  Longworth 
Leigh,  Lady,  see  Jay  v.  Ward 
Leigh,  Sir  Robert  Holt,  Bart.,  see  Lanca¬ 
shire  and  Yorkshire  Railway 
Leigh,  Sir  Robert  Holt,  Bart.,  see  Wigan 
Local  Board 

Leighton,  John,  see  Gibbons  v.  Jones 
Leith  v.  Leith 

Leith  v.  Mant,  the  account  of  the  defen¬ 
dants,  Henry  Squires  Shrapnell  and 
Elizabeth  Iggulden,  his  wife,  and  their 
incumbrancers 
Leman  v.  Ash 
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Leominster  and  Kington  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Leominster  and  Kington  Railway  Act, 

1854 

Leonard,  Joseph,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  mortgaged  estates  of  Joseph 
Leonard,  late  of  Bassaleg,  in  the  county 
of  Monmouth,  Plasterer,  deceased, 
under  two  indentures  of  mortgage, 
dated  respectively  the  4th  day  of  March, 
1847,  and  16th  of  May,  1851,  the 
account  of  Edward  Leonard,  an  infant 
Leonard,  Joseph,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  mortgaged  estates  of  Joseph 
Leonard,  late  of  Bassaleg,  in  the  county 
of  Monmouth,  Plasterer,  deceased, under 
two  indentures  of  mortgage,  dated  re¬ 
spectively  the  4th  day  of  March,  1847, 
and  the  16th  day  of  May,  1851,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  James  Ellis  Leonard,  an  infant 
Leonard,  Joseph,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  mortgaged  estate  of  Joseph 
Leonard,  late  of  Bassaleg,  in  the  county 
of  Monmouth,  Plasterer,  deceased,  un¬ 
der  two  indentures  of  mortgage,  dated 
respectively  the  4th  day  of  March,  1847, 
and  the  16th  of  May,  1851,  the  account 
of  Joseph  Leonard,  an  infant 
Lepla,  see  Eversden  v.  Lepla 
Leslie  v.  Morley 
Letch  v.  Stevens 

Letch,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Sarah  Letch,  deceased,  the 
share  of  Thomas  Lewsey 
Lethem  v.  Hall,  the  account  of  Frances 
Pollington’s  annuity 
Lethieullier,  see  Searle  v.  Lethieullier 
Leverton  v.  Pollen,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  estate  of  the  testator,  George 
Augustus  Pollen 

Leverton  v.  Pollen,  the  account  of  the 
second  apportionment  amongst  the  cred¬ 
itors  of  George  Augustus  Pollen 
Leverton,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Leverton, 
deceased 

Levey,  see  Brooks  v.  Levey 
Levinstein,  see  Shaws,  &c.,  v.  Levinstein, 
&c. 

Levison,  see  Vives  v.  Levison 
Levy,  see  John  Long 
Levy  v.  Levy 
Levy  v.  Serra 

Levy,  Maria,  see  Vanzetti  v.  Pacifico 
Lewin,  see  Currie  v.  Lewin 
Lewin,  Elizabeth,  see  Draper  v.  Drax 
Lewis,  see  Morgan  v.  Lewis 


Lewis,  see  Heath  v.  Lewis 
Lewis,  see  Hayward  v.  Lewis 
Lewis,  see  Tucker  v.  Lewis 
Lewis  v.  Hooper 

Lewis  v.  Lewis,  1872,  L. ,  52,  the  account 
of  the  legal  personal  representative  of 
Elizabeth  Baillie,  deceased,  subject  to 
legacy  duty 

Lewis  v.  Lewis,  1872,  L.,  52,  the  account 
of  the  legal  personal  representative  of 
James  Grant,  deceased,  subject  to  leg¬ 
acy  duty 

Lewis  v.  Lewis,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Lewis  v.  Lloyd,  and  Boehm  v.  Lloyd 
Lewis,  Ann  and  Samuel,  see  Mullock  v. 
Matthews 

Lewis,  Dermont,  see  John  Davies’  estate 
Lewis,  Ellen,  v.  James  Lewis  and  others, 
the  real  estate  account 
Lewis,  George,  see  Morgan  v.  Stivens 
Lewis,  James,  see  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company 
Lewis,  Solomon,  see  Brandwood  v.  John¬ 
son 

Lewis,  William  Wyndham,  see  Taff  Vale 
Railway  Company 
Lewsey,  Thomas,  see  Letch,  Sarah 
Leyburn,  see  Harriet  Wilson 
Leyburn  v.  Cummings 
Leycester,  see  Charlton  v.  Leycester 
Liardet,  Caroline  Sophia,  see  Rowley  v. 
Adams 

Lidbetter  v.  Smith 
Liddell,  see  Brandling  v.  Plummer 
Lidiard,  George,  see  Anne  Gurney 
Limehouse,  ex  parte  the  Board  of  Works 
for  the  Limehouse  District  and  Peter 
Geekie,  his  heirs  or  ass’gns,  or  other  the 
person  or  persons  seized  or  possessed  of 
the  messuage,  public-house,  and  prem¬ 
ises  known  as  the  Grapes  New  Gravel- 
lane,  Shadwell,  Middlesex,  or  interested 
therein  as  tenant  or  tenants  in  fee  sim¬ 
ple  thereof 

Lincoln,  Countess  Dowager  of,  see  White 
v.  Countess  Dowager  of  Lincoln 
Lingard  v.  Boston,  Kitching  v.  Boston, 
and  Jones  v.  Boston 
Lingard  v.  Tomkinson,  the  real  estate 
Lingen  v.  Sowray 

Linnard,  George,  Martha  and  Priscilla,  see 
Freeman  v.  Parsley 

Linnett  v.  Butterfield,  and  Seabrook  v. 
Gibbon,  the  account  of  Christopher 
Knott  Williamson,  the  widow  of  Charles 
Williamson 

Linsdell,  Caroline,  see  William  Robinson 
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Lintott  v.  Footner,  and  Lintott  v.  Footner 
Linwood  v.  Colley 

Lipscombe,  see  Hughes  v.  Lipscombe 
Lister,  Margaret,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  contained  in  the  will  and  codicils 
of  Margaret  Lister,  deceased,  the  ac 
count  of  the  bequests  unto  John  Henry 
Bolton  and  Alexander  James  Moore 
Litchfield,  see  Thomas  Adams,  &c. 
Litchfield,  see  Mallam  v.  Litchfield 
Litchfield  v.  Smith 
Little,  see  Gladwell  v.  Little 
Little  v.  Little 

Littlehales  v.  Gascoyne,  the  account  of 
interest 

Liveing,  see  Allen  v.  Liveing 
Liverpool,  ex  parte  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  borough  of  Liver¬ 
pool,  the  account  of  William  Haigh  and 
Henry  Heyes 

•  Liverpool  and  Manchester  Railway,  ex 
parte  the  Company  of  Proprietors  of  the 
Liversedge  v.  Boothroyd 
Livesay  v.  Redfearn,  the  account  of  the 
general  estate  of  Elizabeth  Goolad,  de¬ 
ceased 

Livesay  v.  Leicester,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  of  Edward  Hall 
Llanelly  Railway  and  Dock  Company,  see 
London  Financial  Association 
Llanelly  Railway  and  Dock  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  the  Penclawdd 
Canal  and  Railway  and  Tramroad  Com¬ 
pany 

Llanidloes,  &c.,  Railway  Co.,  see  Read 
v.  Whitaker 

Llewellyn,  see  Williams  V.  Llewellyn 
Llynvi  and  Ogmore  Railway  Company, 
ex  parte  the,  re  Ely  Valley  Extension 
Railway  Act,  1863.  Account  of  settle¬ 
ment  on  marriage  of  Robert  Hillier 
Richards,  and  Caroline,  his  wife 
Lloyd,  see  Brown  v.  Lloyd 
Lloyd,  see  Cull  v.  Lloyd  • 

Lloyd,  see  Fox  v.  Lloyd 
Lloyd,  see  Jones  v.  Lloyd 
Lloyd,  see  Lewis  v.  Lloyd 
Lloyd,  see  the  Neath  and  Brecon  Railway 
Company 

Lloyd,  see  Powell  v.  Lloyd 
Lloyd,  see  Shelley  v.  Lloyd 
Lloyd  v.  Branton,  the  account  of  the 
defendant,  Christopher  Alderson  Alder- 
son,  late  Christopher  Alderson  Lloyd 
Lloyd  v.  Edington 
Lloyd  v.  Lloyd 
Lloyd  v.  Thompson 


Lloyd  v.  Williams,  in  Master  Spicer’s 
office 

Lloyd,  David,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  David  Lloyd,  deceased,  and  Lloyd  v. 
Lloyd,  the  account  of  the  defendant 
Ermine  Lloyd,  Widow 
Lloyd,  Henry  James,  see  Henry  Hemsley 
Lloyd,  John  D.,  see  Pollard  v.  Revoult 
Lloyd,  Margaret,  see  Curtis  v.  Monkton 
Loaden,  see  Bent  v.  Loaden 
Loader,  see  Baker  v.  Loader 
Lock,  see  Barrett  v.  Lock 
Lock  v.  Foote,  the  account  of  the  personal 
estate 

Lock,  Mary,  see  Rowland  v.  Tawney 
Locke  v.  Fotheringham 
Lockerby,  see  Hackwood  v.  Lockerby 
Lockhart  v.  Hardy,  Thomas  v.  Hardy, 
Newman  v.  Hardy,  and  Hardy  v.  Lock¬ 
hart,  the  legacy  of  Emma  Blower,  the 
wife  of  Robert  Blower 
Lockhart,  James,  ex  parte  James  Lock¬ 
hart,  Esq.,  the  purchaser 
Lockwood,  see  Watt  v.  Wood 
Lockyer,  see  Gregory  v.  Lockyer 
Lockyer,  Ann  Marshall,  see  John  M. 
Seppings 

Lodge,  Matthew,  see  Morrall  v.  Butterfield 
Loftus,  see  Young 

Logan,  Mary  and  James,  see  Hall  v. 
Severne 

Lomax  v.  Holmden,  and  Holmden  v. 
Lomax 

Lombe,  see  Clifton  v.  Lombe 
Lombe  v.  Lombe 

London,  Thomas  and  Mary  Susannah,  see 
Elizabeth  Stacey 

London  Missionary  Society,  see  Brandon 
v.  Brandon 

London  and  Birmingham  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  the 
parties  interested  under  the  will  of  David 
Haliburton,  deceased 
London  and  Blackwall  Railway  Company, 
ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  Messrs.  Will¬ 
iam  Bridges  Adams,  Samuel  Adams,  and 
Gerald  Ralston,  of  the  Fairfield  Works, 
Bow,  Coach  Builders 
London  and  Blackwall  Railway  Company, 
ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Lon¬ 
don  and  Blackwall  Railway  Widening 
Act,  1846,  the  estate  of  Robert  Cleg- 
horn,  deceased 

London,  Brighton  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  New  Lines  Act,  1858 
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London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  mat 
ter  of  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  New  Lines  Act,  1862 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  the  Mayor  and  Commonalty  and  Cit¬ 
izens  of  the  City  of  London,  Trustees 
of  the  Bridge  House  Estate 
London,  Brighton  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
Robert  Caudle 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  Mary  Crookland 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  Samuel  Ambrose  Davies 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  Peter  Hubert  Desvignes 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  George  Donovan 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  Ann  Gutheridge 

London,  Brighton  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  Robert  Henderson 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  the  Duke  cf  Norfolk,  and  of  Hugh 
Wyatt  and  Hugh  Penfold  Wyatt,  Esquires 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the  the  account 
of  Edward  Searle 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail¬ 
way  Compauy,  the  account  of  the  South 
Eastern  Railway  Company 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail- 
^way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  Edward  Watkins  Edwards,  Joseph 
Stubbs,  and  Edward  Coleman,  assignees 
of  the  estate  and  effects  of  John  Lash- 
mar,  a  bankrupt,  and  other  parties  in¬ 
terested  in  certain  lands  and  heredita¬ 
ments  in  the  parish  of  Brighton,  in  the 
county  of  Sussex 

London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway 
Company,  see  Imperial  Mercantile 
Credit  Association  v.  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railway  Company 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of 
the  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Rail¬ 
way  (Metropolitan  Extensions)  Act, 


i860,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  Lady 
Holland’s  will 

London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
Frederick  Papps,  an  infant 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
Edward  Wilkinson  and  Joseph  Edmund 
Wilkinson 

London  and  Colonial  Bank  Limited,  see 
Gladstone  v.  Kemp,  1864,  G.,  130 
London  and  Croydon  Railway  Company, 
see  the  account  of  Philip  Z.  Cox 
London  Dock  Company,  ex  parte  the,  and 
Hugh  Bethune  and  Joseph  Cooper 
London  Dock  Company,  ex  parte  the,  and 
Alice  Mitchell  and  William  Mitchell 
London  Dock  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  William  Mosson  Kearns,  of 
No.  3,  Bloomsbury-place,  Bloomsbury- 
square,  in  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
Gentleman,  —  Powell,  Widow,  Emma 
Sophia  Powell,  Spinster,  and  Charles 
James,  formerly  of  Euston-square,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  Esq.,  or  his  rep¬ 
resentatives,  and  other  the  parties  inter¬ 
ested  under  the  will  of  James  Powell, 
late  of  High-street,  Kensington,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex 

London  Dock  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  Thomas  Smith  and  Thomas 
Smith,  both  formerly  of  the  city  of 
Dublin 

London  Financial  Association,  Limited  v. 
The  Llanelly  Railway  and  Dock  Com¬ 
pany,  Carmarthen  Line  undertaking 
London  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the 

London  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
London  and  North-Western,  Chester, 
and  Holyhead  Railway  Act,  1861 
London  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
London  and  North-Western  Railway 
Additional  Powers  England  Act,  1865 
London  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  the 
Duke  of  Cleveland’s  settled  estates  in 
the  county  of  Salop,  settled  by  indenture 
of  sett’ement  dated  the  4th  day  of  No¬ 
vember,  1809 

London  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  account  of  Thomas 
Peers  Williams 

London  anc^North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
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Act  to  consolidate  the  London  and 
Birmingham,  Grand  Junction,  and 
Manchester  and  Birmingham  Railway 
Companies,  1846 

London  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  James 
Lewis,  Francis  Atterbury,  Robert  Beal 

London  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
London  and  North-Western  (Crewe  and 
Shrewsbury  Extension,  &c.,)  Act,  1853 

London  and  South-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the 

London  and  South-Western  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of 
the  South-Western  Railway  Capital  and 
Works  Act,  1855 

London  and  South-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
Robert  Burnett,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind 

London,  Mayor,  &c.,  ex  parte  the  Mayor 
and  Commonalty  and  Citizens  of  the 
city  of  London,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Holborn  Valley  Improvement  Act,  1864, 
the  devised  freehold  estate  of  Thomas 
Chandless,  deceased 

London,  Mayor,  &c.,  ex  parte  the  Mayor 
and  Commonalty  and  Citizens  of  the 
city  of  London,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Clerkenwell  Improvement  Act,  1851, 
the  devised  real  estate  of  Thomas 
Chandles,  deceased 

London,  Mayor,  &c.,  ex  parte  the  Mayor 
and  Commonalty  and  Citizens  of  the 
city  of  London,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Clerkenwell  Improvement  Act,  1851, 
the  estate  of  William  Spencer  and  the 
estate  of  James  Trayloe 

London,  Mayor,  &c.,  see  London,  Brigh¬ 
ton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 

London,  Mayor,  &c. ,  see  South  Eastern 
Railway 

London,  School  Board  for,  ex  parte  the, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Elementary  Educa¬ 
tion  Act,  1870,  in  respect  of  lands, 
messuages,  and  premises  as  to  which 
Henry  James  Hallett  is  a  trustee  with¬ 
out  power  of  sale 

London,  School  Board  for,  ex  parte  the, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Elementary  Educa¬ 
tion  Act,  1870,  in  respect  of  land  claimed 
by  the  Governors  and  Guardians  of  the 
Poor  of  the  Parish  of  Saint  Mary,  New¬ 
ington,  without  power  of  sale 

Long  v.  Phipps,  the  defendant  Catherine 
Tylney  Long,  the  infants’  account 


Long  v.  Bell,  the  account  of  the  real  estate 
Long  v.  Steward,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendants  claiming  under  the  defendant, 
Burges  Ball  the  elder 
Long  v.  Stewart,  the  personal  estate  ol 
the  testator,  John  Chichester 
Long  v.  Stewart,  the  personal  estate  ol 
John  Chichester,  to  answer  the  dower 
of  Ellen,  the  Widow  of  the  testator, 
Richard  Chichester 

Long  v.  Steward,  the  personal  -estate  ol 
the  testator,  Richard  Chichester 
Long,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate  of 
John  Long,  deceased,  Levy  v.  Barnes, 
the  account  of  the  children  of  Ann  Will¬ 
iams 

Longcraft,  see  Bell  v.  Longcraft 
Longden,  see  Robinson  v.  Longden 
Longman,  William,  see  Heritage  v.  Key 

Longmore,  see  Cox  v.  Longmore 
Longville  v.  Brooks,  and  Longville  v. 
Brooks,  the  account  of  the  plaintiffs 
James  Longville,  William  Mayes  in  the 
pleadings  called  Nebuchadnezar  Mayes 
and  Mary,  his  wife,  Elizabeth  Priest, 
Widow,  Priscilla  Ardren,  Widow,  and 
John  Longville  and  their  children 
Longworth,  see  Leigh  v.  Longworth 
Lopes,  see  Langmead  v.  Lopes 
Lopes,  Sir  Manasseh  Masseh,  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Sir  Man¬ 
asseh  Masseh  Lopes,  of  Mariston,  in  the 
county  of  Devon,  Baronet,  the  legacy 
account  of  Charlotte  Elizabeth  Green, 
formerly  Charlotte  Elizabeth  Albert, 
Spinster,  deceased 
Lord,  see  Pratt  v.  Lord 
Lord,  see  Wood  v.  Taylor 
Lord  v.  Colvin,  the  Probate  Duties  ac¬ 
count 

Lord  v.  Colvin,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  Helen  Somerville  Baber,  deceased 
Lord  v.  Colvin,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  Dame  Anne  Maria  Garrett,  deceased, 
and  her  incumbrancers 
Lord,  Charlotte,  see  Wilde  v.  Charnley 
Lorenza  v.  De  Meza 

Loughborough  Charities,  see  Midland 
Railway  Company 
Lousada,  see  Aguilar  v.  Lousada 
Love,  see  Stone  v.  Love 
Lovecraft,  see  Caroline  Baker 
Loveday,  Rebecca,  the  account  of  Re¬ 
becca  Loveday,  Widow,  and  others 
Loveden,  Edward  L.,  ex  parte  Edward 
Loveden  Loveden,  in  respect  of  la  ds 
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sold  by  him  to  the  proprietors  of  the 
Oakham  Canal 

Lovegrove  v.  Davis,  Lovegrove  v.  Davis, 
Weeks  v.  Rose 

Lovegrove  v.  Smith,  the  defendants,  Eliza¬ 
beth  Waine  and  Mary  Dale,  the  annui¬ 
tant’s  account 

Lovell,  see  Harrison  v.  Harrison 
Low  v.  Halden,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  Richard  Halden  and  Elizabeth, 
his  wife 

Low  v.  Smith,  indemnity  account  in  re¬ 
spect  of  Robert  Tayler,  estate  subject  to 
duty 

Lowden,  John,  see  Sawrey  v.  Rumney 
Lowe,  see  Jones  v.  Lowe 
Lowe  v.  Moore 

Lownds  v.  Lownds,  the  account  of  Will¬ 
iam  Lownds 

Lowth,  George,  see  James  Holmes 
Loy  v.  Duckett,  the  account  of  the  fifteen 
shares  belonging  to  the  estate  of  Ed¬ 
ward  West 

Loyd,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Thomas  Loyd,  late  of  Man¬ 
chester,  Esquire,  deceased,  the  account 
of  Catherine  Jones,  wife  of  William 
Jones,  and  her  children 
Lubbock,  see  Gray  v.  Lubbock 
Lubbock,  see  Mangles  v.  Lubbock 
Lucadou,  see  Chalie  v.  Lucadou 
Lucas,  see  Cobden  v.  Lucas 
Lucas,  see  Small  v.  Lucas 
Lucas  v.  Calcraft,  Calcraft  v.  Calcraft,  un¬ 
satisfied  creditors  of  the  testator  John 
Calcraft 
Lucas  v.  Cooke 

Lucas  v.  Greenwood,  the  plainliff  Susannah 
Lucas,  the  infant’s  account 
Lucas  v.  Peacock,  the  mortgage  account 
of  Christopher  Lucas 

Lucas  v.  Peacock,  the  account  of  James 
Pullin  Hinton,  the  assigne  of  John  Mor¬ 
gan  Davison  Lucas 
Lucas  v.  Worthington 
Lucas,  Frederick,,  see  Thomas  Croft 
Lucas,  Martha,  see  Small  v.  Lucas 
Lucy,  see  Dowle  v.  Lucy 
Luders  v.  Anstey,  the  settlement  account 
Luke.  Sarah,  see  Hulme  v.  Poore 
Lumb,  Sarah,  see  Hill,  George 
Lunniss,  Caleb,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
for  Caleb  Lunniss,  an  insolvent  and  a 
bankrupt 

Lunniss,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
for  Thomas  Lunniss,  an  insolvent  and  a 
bankrupt 


Lupton,  see  White  v.  Lupton 
Luscombe,  John,  he  being  beyond  seas 
Lushington,  see  Dick  v.  Lushington 
Lyddon  v.  Woolcock 
Lyde  see  Cole  v.  Lyde 
Lynch,  see  Gratton  v.  Pyne 
Lynch,  see  Blake  v.  Lynch 
Lynch,  Edmund,  otherwise  Edward,  see 
White  v.  Duane 
Lyne,  see  Hingston  v.  Lyne 
Lyne  v.  Thompson 

Lyne  v. Thompson,  and  Sowton  v.  Hathorn 
Lynn  and  Ely  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Lynn  and  Ely 
Railway  Act,  1845 
Lyon,  see  Cathcart  v.  Briscoe 
Lyon,  see  Everett  v.  Thurlow 
Lyon,  see  Jackson  v.  Lyon 
Lyon  v.  Colvile,  the  simple  contract  debts 
account 

Lyon  v.  Deane,  Ellen  Williamson’s  ac¬ 
count 

Lyon  v.  Duke  of  Chandos,  in  Master 
Spicer’s  office 

Lyons,  see  Mend  and  others  v.  Lyons  and 
another 

Macbean  v.  Babington,  the  account  of  the 
settlement  of  Catherine  Ellen  Denny, 
the  wife  of  the  defendant  George  Denny 
Macbean,  Blanche  Violet,  an  infant  un¬ 
der  the  age  of  21  years 
Maccartney  v.  Brapple 
Macdonald  v.  Bennett,  the  interest  account 
Macdonald  v,  Macfarlane,  and  Mackenzie 
v.  Macfarlane 
Macdonald  v.  Macdonald 
Macdonald,  George  Alexander,  a  legatee 
absent  beyond  seas 

Macdonald,  John,  see  South  Wales  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

Macey,  Elizabeth,  John,  James,  and 
Thomas,  see  Freeman  v.  Parsley 
Macfarlane,  see  Macdonald  v  Macfarlane 
Mackay’s  estate,  Osier  v.  Terry.  1867, 
M.,  224,  the  account  of  George  Mackay, 
deceased,  the  next-of-kin  of  the  testator, 
subject  to  duty 

Mackeckne,  Somersall  Richard,  see  Mary 
Wigley  Hastings 
Mackenzie,  see  Forbes  v.  Steven 
Mackenzie,  see  Macdonald  v.  Macfarlane 
Mackenzie,  see  McDonald  v.  Mackenzie 
Mackenzie,  see  Tait  v.  Mackenzie 
Mackenzie  v.  Musgrove  . 

Mackett  v.  Baylis,  1872,  M.,  3,  the  per¬ 
sonal  estate  account . 

Mackie,  see  Bishop  v.  Mackie 
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Mackinnon  v.  Palmer 

Maclean  v.  Ford,  1868,  M.,  No.  22 

Maclean  v.  Greville 

MacMullon,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  estate  of  John  MacMullon, 
deceased,  the  share  of  Oliver  O’Hara 
MacNeilance,  Mary  and  Thomas,  see 
Joseph  Parker 

Macowat,  Agnes  and  Walter,  see  Ferrow 
v.  Bowman 
Macpherson  v.  Money 
Mackrell,  see  Legg  v.  Mackrell 
Maddison  v.  Bird 
Maddison  v.  Hill 
Maddy  v.  Lake  and  others 
Madge  v.  Riley  and  Madge  v.  Riley,  the 
account  of  the  defendant  Mary  Ann 
Riley 

Madge  v.  Riley,  and  Madge  v.  Riley,  the 
account  of  the  plaintiff,  Mary  Ann 
Madge,  the  wife  of  the  plaintiff,  Edward 
Henry  Madge,  and  her  children 
Mahon,  Maurice  Hartland,  see  Bourne  v. 
Hartley 

Mahoney,  Timothy,  see  Margaret  Ann 
Griffith 

Maid-lane,  ex  parte  the  parties  interested 
in  the  unexpired  term  of  thirty-four 
years  from  Christmas  Day  last,  in  and 
to  all  that  piece  or  parcel  of  land  or 
ground  situate,  lying,  and  being  on  the 
south  side  of  Maid-lane,  within  the 
Manor  of  Southwark,  otherwise  called 
the  Clink  or  Bishop  of  Winchester 
Liberty,  in  the  parish  of  St.  Saviour, 
Southwark,  in  the  county  of  Surrey, 
containing  by  admeasurement  in  front 
next  Maid-lane  aforesaid  forty-seven  feet 
four  inches  or  thereabouts,  and  in  depth 
at  the  east  end  thereof  sixteen  feet,  and 
at  the  west  end  seventeen  feet  or  there¬ 
abouts,  and  also  all  those  three  timber 
tenements  or  premises  numbered  re¬ 
spectively  49,  50,  and  51,  and  standing 
and  being  on  the  same  piece  or  parcel  of 
land  or  ground  and  fronting  Maid-lane 
aforesaid 

Mainwarning  v.  Dickinson,  the  account  of 
the  plaintiff,  Edward  Pellew  Mainwarn¬ 
ing  and  his  incumbrancers 
Mais,  Frederick  Charles,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  Frederick  Charles  Mais’ 
share  of  trust  moneys  under  Ann  Re¬ 
becca  Mais’  trust  deed 
Major,  see  re  Nicholett 
Majoribanks  v.  Mansell,  1864,  No.  197 
Mallam  v.  Litchfield 


Mallam,  Benjamin,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Benjamin  Mallam, 
deceased,  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the 
legacy  of  ^60  given  to  Eliza  Webb 
Mallory  v.  Mallory 
Maltby  v.  Russell 
Maltby  v.  Winter 

Malvern  Railway,  see  Tewkesbury  v.  Mal¬ 
vern  Railway  Company 
Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire 
Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the 
matter  of  the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and 
Lincolnshire  Amalgamation  Act,  1846 
Manchester  and  Leeds  Railway  Company, 
in  the  matter  of  the,  the  account  of  the 
devised  estate  of  James  Dearden,  de¬ 
ceased 

Manchester  and  Leeds  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the 

Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  ' 
Railway  Company,  see  ex  parte  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company 
Mander  v.  Butler 
Manisty  v.  Gooch 
Mangle  v.  Barry 

Mangles  v.  Lubbock,  the  account  of  the 
defendant  Love  Middleditch 
Maniere  v.  Sparding 

Manley  v.  Ashton,  1869,  M.,  259,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Frederick  John  Manley  a  per¬ 
son  of  unsound  mind,  not  so  found  by 
inquisition 

Mann,  see  Winterton  v.  Mann 
Mann  v.  Stennett,  the  account  of  the  life 
interest  of  the  plaintiff  William  Mann 
under  the  will  of  John  Moss 
Manners,  Elizabeth,  see  Bain  v.  Thomp¬ 
son 

Manning  see  Daniel  v.  Manning 
Manning  see  Blackall  v.  Manning 
Manning  v.  Blackall 

Manning  v.  Manning,  the  account  of  Ann 
Manning,  the  legatee 
Manning  v.  Petherick,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  to  the  children  of  Mary  Jeffery, 
the  late  sister  of  the  testator 
Mansel,  see  Harrison  v.  Mansel 
Mansel,  see  Majoribanks  v.  Mansel 
Mansfield,  Isabella,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind 

Mansfield,  Jane,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
and  the  residuary  trust  funds  under 
Jane  Mansfield’s  will 
Mant,  see  Leith  v.  Mant 
Mantzque,  see  St.  Katherine  Docks  v. 
Mantzque 

Marcham,  James,  in  the  matter  of  James 
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Marcham  the  elder,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind 

Margarson,  John,  ex  parte 
Margesson  v.  Carter 

Marjoribanks,  see  Nairn  v.  Marjoribanks 
Market  street,  in  the  town  of  Manchester, 
ex  parte  the  Commissioners  for  execut¬ 
ing  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  the  ist  and 
2nd  George  the  Fourth,  intituled  an 
Act  to  improve  Market-street,  in  the 
town  of  Manchester,  in  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancaster 
Markwell  v.  Bull,  1862,  M.,  163,  the 
account  of  the  bond-debt  of  the  infant 
defendant  Emma  Mary  Ann  Frances 
Markwell 

Markwell  v.  Bull,  1862,  M.,  163,  the 
account  of  the  bond-debt  of  the  infant 
defendant,  John  Poas  Markwell 
Marlbrough  v.  Vanbrugh,  in  Master  Tre¬ 
vor’s  office 

Marman,  Martha  and  Mary,  see  Freeman 
v.  Parsley 

Marner,  Moses,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Moses  Marner,  deceased, 
dated  the  18th  April,  1823,  the  account 
of  George  James  McLennan  and  his 
incumbrancers 

Marpole  v.  Owen,  1864,  M.,  130 
Marrifill  v.  Glascott 
Marriott,  see  Wiggins  v.  Peppin 
Marriott  v.  Kirkham,  the  account  of  the 
legatees  under  the  will  of  John  Kirkham, 
subject  to  duty 

MaTsden,  see  Williams  v.  Marsden 
Marsh,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  legacy  bequeathed  by  the  will  of 
Mary  Marsh  to  her  nephew,  George 
Marsh 

Marsh,  Berrington,  see  Hopkins  v.  Marsh 
Marsh,  see  Pee  v.  Marsh 
Marsh  v.  Whitfield 
Marshall  v.  Chatfield 

Marshall  v.  Samuel,  1862,  M.,  27,  fund  of 
Sarah  Todd  and  her  children 
Marten,  see  Saunders  v.  Marten 
Marthall,  Jonathan,  see  Parker  v.  Sayle 
Martin,  see  Angerstein  v.  Martin 
Martin,  see  Chennell  v.  Martin 
Martin,  see  Copland  v.  Martin 
Martin,  see  Davies  v.  Martin 
Martin,  see  Townshend  v.  Martin 
Martin  v.  Croome 

Martin  v.  Gregory,  and  Michell  v.  Walton 
Martin,  Honor,  see  Rowley  v.  Adams 
Martindale  v.  Deane 

Martyn,  Richard  Westcott,  see  Westcott 


Marylebone  and  Finchley-road  Trust,  see 
Metropolis  Turnpike  Road 
Masefield  v.  Smith 
Mason,  see  Dunn  v.  Mason 
Mason,  see  Buswell  v.  Mason 
Mason,  see  King  v.  Mason 
Mason  v.  Gee,  the  descended  estate 
Mason  v.  Gee,  the  estate  which  passed  by 
the  will  of  the  testator  William  Gee 
Mason  v.  Lamb,  1870,  M.,  63,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  contingent  share  of  the  in¬ 
fant  plaintiff  Harry  Campbell  Mason 
Mason  v.  O’Toole 
Mason  v.  Woodforde 
Massey,  see  Adams  v.  Massey 
Massey,  see  Wheelwright  v.  Massey 
Massey,  Benjamin,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  Benjamin  Massey,  deceased 
Massiah,  see  Belgrave  v.  Massiah 
Masterman,  see  Harbin  v.  Masterman 
Masters,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  a  certain  indenture  of  assign¬ 
ment  dated  the  1  ith  day  of  April.  1826, 
ex  parte  the  shares  of  William  Masters, 
one  of  the  children  of  Sarah  Masters, 
Widow,  deceased  . 

Matchett,  Mary,  see  Twigg  v.  Prater 
Matchwirk  v.  Cock 

Mathew,  Jane  Emily,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  legacy  of  ^300  bequeathed 
to  Jane  Emily  Mathew 
Mathew  v.  Brown,  the  account  of  Ann, 
servant  to  Jose  Maria  Ribeiro,  Captain 
of  a  frigate,  a  legatee 
Mathews,  see  Terrell  v.  Mathews 
Matteson  v.  Scotchburn 
Matthews  v  Lees 
Matthews,  Elizabeth,  see  Ann  Burt 
Matthews,  see  Mullock  v.  Matthews 
Matthews,  Elizabeth.  The  account  of  the 
share  of  Elizabeth  Matthews  of  and  in 
the  estates  of  John  Burt  and  Ann  Burt 
respectively,  deceased 
Mathison,  Thomas,  see  De  Perrin  v.  East- 
land 

Maud,  see  Shefiaber  v.  Maud 
Maude,  see  Bailey  v.  Maude 
Maude,  see  Hall  v.  Maude 
Maugham,  see  Sadler  v.  Maugham 
Maugham  v.  Harrison 
Maule,  see  Jackson  v.  Ms*ule 
Maund  v.  Turner,  the  account  of  Richard 
Heming 
Maw  v.  Thorpe 

!  Mawdesley,  see  Astley  v.  Mawdesley 
Mawdeslev,  see  Drever  v.  Mawdesley 
Mawley,  see  Moore  v.  Mawley 
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Mawmell,  Thomas,  see  Becke  v.  Gibson 
Mawn,  Meredith,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  Meredith  Mawn,  deceased 
Mayes,  estate,  Mayes  v.  Mayes.  The 
account  of  the  fund  set  apart  to  answer 
the  one-thirteenth  part  or  share  of  the 
residuary  personal  estate  of  Henry 
Mayes,  deceased,  to  which  under  his 
will  his  nephew,  John  Mayes,  was 
entitled 

Mayes,  William,  see  Longville  v.  Brooks 
Mayhew,  see  Homewood  v.  Mayhew 
Mayhew,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Mary  Mayhew,  Spinster, 
deceased,  so  far  as  the  same  relates  to 
the  share  of  Frederick  Percival  Mayhew, 
in  the  moneys  arising  from  the  real 
estate  by  the  said  will  directed  to  be 
sold 

Maynard,  see  Mitchell  v.  Maynard 
Maynard,  see  Rosslyn  v  Kerrison 
Maynard,  see  Cook  v.  Maynard 
McAdam  v.  King,  a  fund  to  answer  any 
claims  of  Martha  Kilby,  deceased 
McAdam  v.  King 

McAdam  v.  Kilby,  Catherine  Searle’s 
account 

McAdam  v.  Kilby,  Susannah  Dalrymple, 
formerly  Coningham,  her  account 
McAdam  v.  Kilby,  Susannah  Dalrymple’ s 
account 

McArthur,  Christiana  and  George,  see 
Neal  v.  Day 

McBean,  Elizabeth,  see  Bowles  v.  Bruce 
McCullock,  see  Alexander  v.  McCullock 
McCullum,  see  Hay  ton  v.  Price 
McDermott  v.  Kealy,  the  share  of  John 
Ayers  and  the  incumbrancers  thereon 
McDonald  v.  Mackenzie,  1869,  M. ,  217, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
George  Jervis  Harrison 
McDowall,  see  Leak  v.  McDowall 
McDowall  v.  Box 

McFarlan,  Davidson,  see  Davidson  v. 
Tuthill 

McFarland  v.  Hastie,  the  account  of  the 
testator,  James  Hastie 
McGrath  v.  J’ Anson 

Mclnerheny,  William,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trust  for  the  creditors  of  William 
Mclnerheny,  deceased,  under  the  me¬ 
morandum  of  the  6th  day  of  May,  1837 
Mclver,  Alexander  and  Ann,  see  Kirk 
land  v.  Reid 

McKie,  see  Westbrook  v.  McKie 
McLachlan,  see  Georges  v.  Georges 
McLachlan  v.  Quennell 


McLennan,  George  James,  see  Moses 
Marner 

McPherson,  see  Bruce  v.  McPherson 
McPherson  v.  Oldershaw,  the  account  of 
Alfred  Josephus  Parnell  or  his  legal  per¬ 
sonal  representative 

McPherson  v.  Oldershaw,  the  account  of 
Michael  Parnell  and  Mary,  his  wife 
McRae,  Donald,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  persons  interested  in  the 
moneys  produced  by  the  sale  of  the  late 
Donald  McRae’s  mortgaged  estates 
McTaggart,  see  Arundell  v.  McTaggart 
Meackham  v.  Collins,  and  Collins  v. 
Meackham 

Mead,  Sarah,  see  Edward  Turner 
Meads,  Charles  and  Susan,  see  Lane  v. 
Hobbs 

Mearing,  see  Richard  Ogle 
Medley,  see  Gaskell  v.  Holmes 
MeeGiam,  John  Burgess,  see  Phoeby 
Hodgskin 

Meers,  Isaac,  see  Griesiell  v.  Jackson 
Mend  and  others  v.  Lyons  and  another, 
the  account  of  the  plaintiff  Besla,  the 
wife  of  Samuel  Mend 
Mend  and  others  v.  Lyons  and  another, 
the  account  of  the  children  of  Samson 
Gusdorf 

Mensal,  see  Prentice  v.  Mensal 
Mercer,  see  Skeffington  v.  Mercer 
Meredith,  see  Jeffries  v.  Meredith 
Meredith  v.  Senior,  the  annuity  account 
Meredith  v.  Vick,  the  account  of  Eliza¬ 
beth  Anthony,  deceased,  one  of  the 
residuary  legatees  under  the  will  of 
Thomas  Sueter 
Meredith  v.  Pearson 

Meredith,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  James  Meredith’s  will 
Merrick,  Thomas,  see  Anna  Chandler 
Merritt,  see  Ralph  Quested  Dimsey 
Merry  v.  Smart,  and  Thompson  v.  Smart, 
the  defendant,  Benj.  Smart’s,  account 
Merry  v.  Smart,  and  Thompson  v.  Smart, 
the  account  of  the  defendants,  James 
Yerrall  and  Alexander  Yerrall,  as  the 
representatives  of  Ann  Smart,  deceased 
Mesher  v.  Lane 

Metcalfe,  see  Townend  v.  Metcalfe 
Metcalfe  v.  Comyn 
Metcalfe  v.  Monson 

Metropolis,  ex  parte  the  Commissioners  of 
the  Metropolis  Turnpike  Roads  north  of 
the  Thames,  in  the  matter  of  the  Mary- 
lebone  and  Finchley-road  Trust  and 
Alice  Keep  or  her  representatives 
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Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Metropolitan 
Railway  Act,  1854 

Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  the  devisees  in  trust 
under  the  will  of  Thomas  Chandless,  de¬ 
ceased 

Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Metropolitan 
Railway  Act,  1854,  the  account  of  the 
devisees  in  trust  under  the  will  of 
Thomas  Chandless,  deceased 
Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Metropolitan 
Railway  Notting  Hill  and  Brompton 
Extension  Act,  1864,  the  account  of  the 
devisees  in  trust  under  the  will  of 
Thomas  Chandless,  deceased 
Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the  account  of  John  Rawlings  and  his 
incumbrancers 

Metropolitan  and  Saint  John’s  Wood,  ex 
parte  the  Metropolitan  and  Saint  John’s 
Wood  Railway  Company,  in  the  matter 
of  the  Metropolitan  and  Saint  John’s 
Wood  Railway  Act,  1864,  the  account 
of  Elizabeth  Stephens  Walters  for  life, 
with  remainder  to  Fanny  Elizabeth 
Jonsiffe 

Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the  Metropolitan  Railway  Company, 
the  account  of  the  Churchwardens  aod 
Overseers  of  the  Poor  of  the  parishes  of 
Saint  Luke,  Old  street,  in  the  county  of 
Middlesex,  and  St.  Giles- without  Crip- 
plegate,  in  the  city  of  London 
Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  George  Reid 
Mew  v.  Wakeford,  1865,  M.,  54,  personal 
estate  account 

Mew,  Henry  Herne,  see  Leonora  Matilda 
Herne 

Meyer,  ex  parte 
Meynell  v.  Wright 
MiaU,  see  Fowler  v.  Miall 
Michell,  see  Martin  v.  Gregory 
Michell,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Michell,  so  far  as 
relates  to  the  share  of  Louisa  Crofts 
Michelmore  v.  Mudge 
Micklethwaite  v.  Vavasour,  and  Swainson 
v.  Vavasour 

Middleditch,  Love,  see  Mangles  v.  Lub¬ 
bock 

Middleton,  see  Scruton  v.  Middleton 
Middleton  v.  Chichester,  the  account  of 
the  estate  of  Maria  Dorothea  Chichester, 


deceased,  subject  to  the  account  of  the 
personal  estate  of  the  testator,  Jared 
Chichester,  deceased,  directed  by  the 
decree  in  this  cause,  dated  the  27th 
June,  1863 

Middleton  v.  Giles,  1873,  M. ,  28,  and 
Wilson  v.  Spencer,  1873,  W.,  16  Pro¬ 
ceeds  of  sale  of  real  estate  not  comprised 
in  the  plaintiff’s  securities 
Middleton  v.  Spicer,  and  the  Society  for 
Propagating  the  Gospel  in  Foreign 
Parts  v.  Middleton,  in  Master  Harris* 
office 

Middleton,  Elizabeth,  Wife  of  Frederick, 
see  Smith  v.  Beckett 

Mid  Kent  Railway  Act,  1855,  the  account 
of  Matthew  Hill’s  estate 
Mid-Kent  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  Sophia  Greaves  and 
Thomas  Covill 

Mid  Kent  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  the  devisees  in  trust 
under  the  will  of  William  Stephen 
Walton,  deceased 

Midland  Counties  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the. 
Midland  Railway  Company,  see  ex  parte 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company 
Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  Ann  Adams  and  other 
persons  claiming  under  the  will  of 
George  Hewett,  the  heirs  of  Thomas 
Hitchings  and  Edward  Burges,  the  per¬ 
sons  interested  in  all  those  pieces  of 
land,  containing  together  by  admeasure¬ 
ment  two  rods  and  one  perch,  or  there¬ 
abouts,  with  the  cottages  erected 
thereon,  or  on  some  part  thereof,  situ¬ 
ate  at  Grovesend,  in  the  parish  of 
Thornbury,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester 
Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  James  Oldham  and 
Henry  Hanbury 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  George  Harrison 
Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  an 
Act  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  entitled  “An 
Act  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  railway  from  Bur¬ 
ton  upon  -  Trent  to  Nuneaton,  with 
branches,  and  to  purchase  the  Ashby- 
de-la-Zouch  Canal,”  the  account  of 
Thomas  Nixon,  of  Leicester 
Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  an 
Act  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  entitled  “An 
Act  to  enable  the  Mid  and  Railway 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


77 


Company  to  make  a  railway  from  Bur¬ 
ton -upon  -  Trent.  to  Nuneaton,  with 
branches,  and  to  purchase  the  Ashby- 
de-la-Zouch  Canal,”  the  account  of 
Joseph  Brookes,  of  Woodstock,  Oxford¬ 
shire,  Esq. 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  an 
Act  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  entitled  “An 
Act  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  railway  from  Bur¬ 
ton  -  upon  -  Trent  to  Nuneaton,  with 
branches,  and  to  purchase  the  Ashby- 
de-la-Zouch  Canal,”  the  account  of 
Samuel  Turner,  of  Nottingham,  Esq. 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  an 
Act  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  entitled  “An 
Act  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  railway  from  Bur¬ 
ton  -  upon  -  Trent  to  Nuneaton,  with 
branches,  and  to  purchase  the  Ashby- 
de  la-Zouch  Canal,”  the  account  of 
Thomas  Saxelby,  of  Derby,  Merchant 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Midland  Railway, 
Leicester  and  Hitchin  Act,  1853,  the 
account  of  the  trustees  of  the  charity 
estates  of  William  Hanbury,  late  of 
Church  Langton,  in  the  county  of  Lei¬ 
cester,  deceased 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  Robert  Tubbs 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  an 
Act  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  entitled  An 
Act  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  to  make  a  railway  from  Burton- 
upon-Trent  to  Nuneaton,  with  branches, 
and  to  purchase  the  Ashby-de-la-Zoueh 
Canalr  the  account  of  Thomas  Wildbore, 
of  Dishley,  Leicestershire,  Gentleman 

Midland  Railway  Company  ex  parte  an 
Act  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  entitled  An 
Act  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  railway  from  Bur¬ 
ton  -  upon  -Trent,  to  Nuneaton,  with 
branches,  and  to  purchase  the  Ashby- 
de-la-Zouch  Canal,  the  account  of  John 
Wright,  an  assignee  of  the  estate  of 
William  Gibson,  of  Littleover,  Derby,  ! 
Cheesefactor,  or  Hannah  Gibson,  wife  ! 
of  Wiliam  Gibson,  of  Littleover,  Cheese-  ; 
factor 

Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  ' 
the  account  of  the  trustees  of  the  Lough¬ 
borough  Charities 

Midland  Counties  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  life  interest  account  of 
John  Breedon,  of  Rotherby,  William 


Wright  and  John  Breedon,  of  Sedd- 
ington 

Mid-Sussex  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  William  Greenfield, 
of  Itchingfield,  in  the  county  of  Sussex, 
Farmer 

Mid-Wales  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  Thomas  Gwynne 
Milbankv.  House,  1873,  M.,  114,  Security 
for  costs 

Milbanke,  see  Cruchley  v.  Burton 
Miles-lane  Chapel,  see  re  Sevier 
Miles,  William,  see  Thomas  v.  Miles 
Milfield,  see  Jackson  v.  Milfield 
Millard,  see  House  v.  Millard 
Millard,  see  Taylor  v.  Millard 
Miller,  see  Chitty  v.  Miller 
Miller,  see  Neave  v.  Miller 
Miller,  see  Pearson  v.  Miller 
Miller  v.  Miller,  1866,  M.,  116 
Miller  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant  William  Smith,  or  the  person 
entitled  in  case  he  was  not  living  at  the 
death  of  Martha  Jenny,  the  tenant  for 
life 

Miller  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  Jane  Bay- 
ley’s  annuity 

Millington,  see  Deare  v.  Bates 
Mills,  see  Rogers  v.  Mills 
Mills  v.  White 

Mills,  Abraham,  in  the  matter  of  Abraham 
Mills,  Esq.,  and  Mary,  his  wife,  and 
Richard  Edmonds,  Gentleman,  and 
Martha,  his  wife 

Mills,  Esther,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Esther  Mills,  of  the  town  of 
English  Harbor,  in  the  Island  of  An¬ 
tigua,  Widow,  deceased,  so  far  as  re¬ 
gards  the  legacy  to  Mary  Nicholls  Mills 
and  her  children 

Mills,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Mills,  Esq.,  deceased 
Milne  v.  Allen,  Hannah  Cox’s  account 
Milne  v.  Allen,  George  Balgowan  and 
Hannah  Cox’s  account  in  Master  Mon¬ 
tagu’s  office 

Milner,  see  Ballard  v.  Milner 
Milner,  see  Pearce  v.  Milner 
Milner,  see  Plaxton  v.  Milner 
Milner,  see  Wilson  v.  Milner 
Milnes,  see  Greetham  v.  Milnes 
Milnes  v.  Aked,  Milnes  v.  Buxton,  and 
Butterworth  v.  Aked,  the  arrears  of  in¬ 
come  of  the  moiety  belonging  to  the 
children  of  Alice  Milnes 
Milsintown  v.  Nutting 
Milton  Union,  ex  parte  the  Guardians  of 
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the  Poor  of,  the  devisees  under  the  will 
of  the  Right  Honourable  Sophia  Eliza¬ 
beth  Baroness  Wenman,  deceased,  in  the 
matter  of  the  Union  and  Parish  Prop¬ 
erty  Act,  1835 
Milward  v.  Herbert 

Minard,  Ann,  the  wife  of  Edward  Minard, 
formerly  Ann  Dent,  absent  beyond  seas 
Minehead  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Minehead  Rail¬ 
way  Act,  1871,  in  respect  of  lands  of 
the  Egremont  Trustees 
Minter,  Charles,  in  the  matter  of  Charles 
Minter,  late  of  the  city  of  Canterbury, 
Butcher,  deceased,  the  account  of  Mary 
Minter,  Widow,  and  others 
Mister,  see  Kirkman  v.  Mister 
Mistley,  Thorpe,  and  Walton  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
the  deposit  in  respect  of  the  Junction 
with  the  Tendrmg  Hundred  Railway 
Company  Extension 
Mitchell,  see  Stenhouse  v.  Mitchell 
Mitchell  v.  Maynard,  1869,  M.,  22,  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  sale  of  intestate’s  real  estate 
Mitchell  v.  Mitchell 

Mitchell  v.  Watts,  in  Master  Holford’s 
office 

Mitchell,  Alice  and  William,  see  London 
Dock  Company 

Mitchell,  Anne,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind,  proceeds  of  sale  of  real  estate  in 
Ireland 

Moff  itt,  Louisa  Eleanor,  see  Sophia  Moore 
Moline,  see  Wilkinson  v.  Moline 
Mollett,  see  re  Kuyper 
Mompesson,  see  Ashton  v.  Mompesson 
Money,  see  Macpherson  v.  Money 
Monk,  see  Lee  v.  Monk 
Monk  v.  Hawkins 
Monk  v.  Druce 

Monk,  John  Nicholas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  John  Nicholas 
Monk,  the  account  of  the  daughter  of 
Rachel  Monk,  formerly  Gibbons,  de¬ 
ceased 

Monkton,  see  Curtis  v.  Monkton 
Monnott  v.  Black 
Monson,  see  Metcalfe  v.  Monson 
Monson,  Lord  v.  Earl  of  Essex,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  personal  estate 
Montagu,  see  Bulkeley  v.  Williams 
Montagu  v.  Garrett,  the  account  of  Louisa 
Jacune  B'issell,  William  Bussell.  Marv 
Bussell,  Ellen  Bussell,  Agnes  Bussell, 
and  John  Garrett  Bussell,  the  children 
of  John  Garrett  Bussell 


Montagu  v.  Garrett,  the  account  of  John 
Garrett  Bussell,  Mary  Yates  Bussell, 
Frances  Louisa,  William  Marchant  Bus¬ 
sell,  Lenox  Bussell,  and  Charles  Bussell, 
the  children  of  William  Marchant  Bus¬ 
sell 

Montefiore  v.  Montefiore,  the  account  of 
Jane  Harold,  and  the  children  of  the 
testator,  Samuel  Vita  Montefiore 
Montford,  Lord,  see  Downing  v.  Bell 
Montgomerie,  Mary  Woodley,  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Mary 
Woodley  Montgomerie,  Widow,  de¬ 
ceased  * 

Montgomery,  see  Thomas  v.  Montgomery 
Montjoy,  Lord,  v.  Duchess  of  Bucking¬ 
hamshire 

Moody,  see  Faldes  v.  Moody 
Moon  v  Kelday,  1861,  M.,  129,  thecosts 
account 

Moon  v.  Kelday,  1861,  M.,  129,  the  an¬ 
nuity  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  of  the 
parish  of  Hartfield 

Moon,  Richard,  see  Blackburn  and  Ad- 
dingham-road  Trust 
Moor  v.  Haistwell 
Moore,  see  Beames  v.  Moore 
Moore,  see  Clark  v.  Addington 
M  >ore,  see  Downes  v.  Moore 
Moore,  see  Harby  v.  Moore 
Moore,  see  Lowe  v.  Moore 
Moore,  see  Parkins  v.  Moore 
Moore,  see  Potter  v.  Moore 
Moore,  see  Wilson  v.  Moore 
Moure  v.  Frowd 

Moore  v.  Gretton,  the  arrears  of  Fyz- 
buhsh’s  annuity,  subj°ct  to  duty 
M  »ore  v.  Mawley,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Moore  v.  Moore,  1866,  M.,  15 
Moore  v.  Morris,  creditor’s  account,  1 866 
Moore  v.  Pyke 

Moore,  Alex.  Jas.,  see  Margaret  Lister 
Moore,  Edward  Tilsley,  see  Birmingham, 
Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the 
borough  of 

Moore,  Geor^  in  the  matter  of 

of  George  Moore’s  settlement.  dated  the 
12th  day  Qf  October.  18^7.  the  separate 
account  of  George  Henrv  Mnore 
Moore  Georee.  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  George  Moore’s  settlement  dated  the 
1 2th  day  of  October  T837,  the  separate 
account  of  Harriot  Moore  or  A  Hams 
Moore.  Lewis,  see  Blackburn  v.  Farmer 
I  Moore,  Sophia,  ex  parte  the  petitioners 
S  >phia  Moore,  the  wife  of  Thomas 
1  Charles  Cotton  Moore,  Sarah  Paffard, 
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Widow,  James  Wickenden,  William 
Wickenden,  Edwin  Williams,  Frances 
Williams,  his  wife  ;  John  Wickenden, 
Ann  Eliza  Horwood  Helby,  Spinster  ; 
Timothy  William  Henry  Parsons,  Au¬ 
gustus  Farrington  Hooper  Parsons, 
Emily  Mary  Parsons,  Spinster ;  and 
Louisa  Eleanor  Moffatt,  Widow.  In 
the  matter  of  the  Act  to  facilitate  leases 
and  sales  of  settled  estates,  19  and  20 
Vic. ,  <  ap.  120 

Moore,  William,  see  John  Adams 
Moore,  William,  see  Lee  v.  Pain 
More,  William,  see  Rowe  v.  Gill 
More  v.  Greenhill 
Moreau  v.  Ives 

Morehen,  John,  see  Duffield  v.  Elwes 
Moreton,  see  Robert  Stockdale 
Moreton,  John  and  Thomas,  see  Doody 
v.  Higgins 

Morgan,  see  Willes  v.  Morgan 
Morgan,  see  Jones  v.  Morgan 
Morgan,  see  Polhill  v.  Morgan 
Morgan,  see  Richards  v.  Morgan 
Morgan,  see  Constable  v.  Morgan 
Morgan  v.  Pitman 
Morgan  v.  Ashby 

Morgan  v.  Stivens,  the  account  of  George 
Lewis  and  his  personal  representatives 
Morgan  v.  Earl  of  Clarendon,  Griffiths  v. 
Earl  of  Clarendon,  Griffiths  v.  Earl  of 
Clarendon,  and  Griffiths  v.  Earl  of 
Clarendon,  the  account  of  the  specialty 
creditors  of  the  testatrix,  Emilia  Gwin¬ 
nett 

Morgan  v.  Earl  of  Clarendon,  Griffiths  v. 
Earl  of  Clarendon,  Griffiths  v.  Earl  of 
Clarendon,  and  Griffiths  v.  Earl  of  Clar¬ 
endon,  the  interest  account  of  the 
specialty  creditors  of  the  testatrix, 
Emilia  Gwinnett 
Morgan  v.  Lewis 

Morgan,  Edward  Theophilus,  see  Will¬ 
iams  v.  Jones 

Morgan,  Thomas,  see  Taff  Vale  Railway 
Company 

Morgan,  Thomas,  see  Worrall  v.  Guest 
Morgan,  William,  see  Taff  Vale  Railway 
Company 

Morgans  v.  Morgans 
Morland,  see  Forth  v.  Morland 
Morley,  see  Leslie  v.  Morley 
Morley,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  George  Morley,  deceased, 
as  far  as  the  same  relate  to  the  legacy 
bequeathed  to  Rozanna  Morley 
Morley  v.  Tunstall 


Morrall  v.  Butterfield,  the  account  of  Mat¬ 
thew  Lodge,  deceased,  brother  of  the 
testator 

Morrell,  see  Collins  v.  Morrell 
Morrell,  see  Colleton  v.  Garth 
Morrice,  see  Royal  Exchange  v.  Morrice 
Morrice  v.  Morrice  and  Morrice  v.  Morrice 
Morris,  see  Chase  v.  Morris 
Morris,  see  Curtis  v.  Wilson 
Morris,  see  Moore  v.  Morris 
Morris,  see  Thomas  v.  Morris 
Morris,  see  Ward  v.  Morris 
Morris,  see  Berrow,  Widow,  v.  Morris 
Morris  v.  Morris,  the  account  of  Maynard 
Morris  and  his  incumbrancer 
Morris  v.  Barrett 
Morris  v.  Colclough 
Morris,  Harriet,  see  James  Lane 
Morris,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Richard  Morris,  Malster, 
deceased,  the  one-fourth  share  of  Richard 
Cowper,  deceased,  in  the  freehold  and 
leasehold  estates  bequeathed  to  the  issue 
of  Mrs.  Sarah  Cowper,  the  niece  of  the 
said  Richard  Morris 
Morrison,  see  Yule  v.  Morrison 
Morse,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Morse,  deceased 
Morse,  John,  see  Griffith  v.  Fmmore 
Morshead,  see  Howell  v.  Morshead 
Morton  v.  Walters 
Mose,  see  Wickcliffe  v.  Mose 
Mosley,  see  Tennant  v.  Mosley 
Moss  v.  Raine 

Moss,  John,  see  Mann  v.  Stennett 
Mossop,  see  Shepherd  v.  Mossop 
Mostyn  v.  Roberts,  in  Master  Godfrey’s 
office 

Mostyn,  Sir  Thomas,  Baronet,  ex  parte 
the  purchaser  or  purchasers  of  the  de¬ 
vised  and  settled  estates  of 
Mottley  v.  Mottley,  the  account  of  Georgi- 
ana  Hood  O’Neil,  deceased,  intestate 
Mount,  see  Hill  v.  Mount. 

Mountain,  see  Godfrey  v.  Mountain 
Mountain  v.  Parry  and  Mountain  v.  Benet, 
moneys  arising  from  the  real  estates  of 
the  testator,  William  Benet 
Mountford,  Lord,  see  Primrose  v.  Lord 
Mountford 

Mousley,  see  Gregory  v.  Mousley 
Mowat  v.  Cunningham 
Mowbray,  Finetta,  Widow,  a  person  of 
unsound  mind 

Mowlem,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Mowlem,  deceased, 
the  legacy  of  Rita  Kay 
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Moxon,  see  Fletcher  v.  Moxon 
Moye,  William,  see  Vazey  v.  Reynolds 
Moyle,  Margaret,  see  Thomas  Turner 
Moysey,  Philip,  who  is  absent  beyond  seas 
Muckett,  Elizabeth,  see  Elizabeth  Ander¬ 
son 

Mudge,  see  Michelmore  v.  Mudge 
Mulatta  Betsy,  see  Basan  v.  Bandon 
Mules,  see  Turner  v.  Jolly 
Mullett,  see  Wright  v.  Mullett 
Mullock  v.  Matthews,  1865,  M.,  66,  the 
account  of  Ann  Eyre,  wife  of  Stephen 
Robert  Eyre,  subject  to  duty 
Mullock  v.  Matthews,  1865,  M.,  66,  the 
account  of  Ann  Lewis,  Spinster,  subject 
to  duty 

Mullock  v.  Matthews,  1865,  M.,  66,  the 
account  of  the  lapsed  legacy  of  Samuel 
Lewis,  deceased,  subject  to  duty 
Mumford  v.  Penneykid  and  Skeen  v. 
Penneykid 

Muncaster,  Lord,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  unapplied  personal  estate 
ofLowther,  Lord  Muncaster,  deceased 
Mundey  v.  Padwick,  and  Knight  v.  Pad- 
wick 

Mundy,  see  Lord  John  Townshend  v. 
Marquis  Townshend 

Munro,  John  and  Margaret,  see  James 
Killer 

Murray,  see  Holt  v.  Murray 
Murray,  see  James  v.  Murray 
Murray,  see  Young  v.  Murray 
Murray,  see  Spencer  v.  Murray 
Murray  v.  Knight,  the  account  of  the 
defendant,  Lady  Love  Knight,  and  the 
grandchildren  of  the  testator,  Peter 
Frye 

Murray,  Frederick,  an  infant  legatee 
Murray,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  Sarah  Murray’s  settlement  so  far  as 
respects  Elizabeth  Taylor,  deceased, 
and  her  children,  the  account  of  Ann 
Taylor,  deceased 

Murray,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  Sarah  Murray’s  settlement  so  far  as 
respects  Elizabeth  Taylor,  deceased, 
and  her  children,  the  account  of  George 
Martin  Taylor 

Musgrave,  see  Ramsden  v.  Hodgkin 
Musgrove,  see  Mackenzie  v.  Musgrove 
Mussard,  Edward,  see  John  Bryant 
Myers,  see  Clarke  v.  Myers 
Myers,  see  Tyrrell  v.  Myers 
Myers,  see  Pilkington  v.  Myers 
Naden,  see  Jackson  v.  Naden 
Nainby,  see  Wilkin  v.  Nainby 


Nairn  v.  Marjoribanks,  the  account  of  the 
estate  of  Fasham  Nairn  the  younger, 
the  tenant  for  life,  deceased 
Nalder,  see  Carpenter  v.  Nalder 
Nannock  v.  Horton 

Nannock  v.  Horton,  the  clear  residue  of 
the  testator,  Thomas  Norman’s  personal 
estate 

Nanson  v.  Barnes,  1864,  N.,  27 
Naoroji  v.  Davidson,  1865,  N.,  No.  43 
Napier  v.  Napier,  the  unpaid  creditors 
account 

Nash,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Harper 
Nash,  see  Gray  v.  Lubbock 
Nash  v.  Ridge 

Nash,  Charles  Henry,  the  estate  of  Charles 
Henry  Nash,  deceased,  and  Nash  v. 
Nash,  1864,  N.,  12 
Nash,  John,  ex  parte 

Nash,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Sarah  Nash,  Widow,  de¬ 
ceased,  the  share  of  Sarah  the  wife  of 
Thomas  Raymond  James 
Nattras  v.  Godsman 
Naylor,  see  Williamson  v.  Naylor 
Naylor  v.  Robson,  the  account  of  the  leg¬ 
acy  given  for  the  benefit  of  Richard 
Naylor  and  Mary,  his  wife,  during  their 
joint  lives  and  the  life  of  the  survivoi  of 
them,  subject  to  legacy  duty 
Neale,  see  Gregory  v.  Neale 
Neale  v.  Day,  the  separate  account  of 
Christiana  McArthur,  the  wife  of  George 
McArthur 

Neale  v.  Day,  the  separate  account  of 
Tabitha  Ridgley,  deceased 
Neale,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Thomas  Neale,  deceased,, 
so  far  as  the  same  relate  to  the  devisee 
in  trust  for  John  Chambers  and  Jane 
Freeth  respectively,  and  their  respective 
children 

Neath  and  Brecon  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  Ann  Lloyd  and 
Sarah  Lloyd 

Neath  Railway,  see  Vale  of  Neath 
Neath  and  Brecon  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  John  Lloyd 
Vaughan  Watkins 

Neave  v.  Miller,  the  slave  compensation 
account 

Nedby  v.  Nedby,  the  legacy  given  to 
Sophia,  the  wife  of  Joseph  West 
Nee  v.  Hardman 

Nee  v.  Hardman,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiff,  Joseph  Nee,  the  infant 
Nelmes  v.  Evans,  Addams  v.  Clarke,  and 
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Clarke  v.  Nelmes,  the  account  of  the 
personal  estate  of  the  testator,  Henry 
Evans,  subject  to  duty 
Nelson  v.  Sanderson,  in  Master  Holford’s 
office 

Nelson,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  mortgage  made  on  the  6th  day  of 
April,  1835,  by  John  Nelson,  James 
Nelson,  Stephen  Nelson,  and  Horatio 
Nelson  in  favour  of  William  Hunt,  the 
share  of  James  Nelson,  the  younger,  de¬ 
ceased,  of  the  mortgaged  hereditaments 
Nelson,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  mortgage  made  on  the  6th  day  of 
April,  1835,  by  John  Nelson,  James 
Nelson,  Stephen  Nelson,  and  Horatio 
Nelson  in  favour  of  William  Hunt,  the 
share  of  Horatio  Nelson,  deceased,  of 
the  mortgaged  hereditaments 
Nemes,  see  Jackson  v.  Nemes 
Nettleship  v.  Nettleship 
Nevill,  see  Parsons  v.  Nevill 
Neville,  see  Rawson  v.  Neville 
New  v.  Farman,  the  account  of  John  Far- 
man  the  younger 

Newby  v.  Langford,  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  the  estates  comprised  in  the 
mortgage  security,  dated  nth  day  of 
May,  1852 

Newby  v.  Robinson,  receiver’s  account 
Newcastle,  Duke  of,  see  Duke  of  York  v. 
Duke  of  Newcastle 

Newcastle,  Duke  of,  see  White  v.  Coun¬ 
tess  Dowager  of  Lincoln 
Newcastle  and  Gateshead  Water  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  Sir 
Rowland  Stanley  Erington,  Bart.,  in 
respect  of  certain  lands  and  heredita¬ 
ments  situate  at  Hallington  New  Houses 
Farm,  in  the  parish  of  St.  John,  Lee, 
in  the  county  of  Northumberland,  and 
also  at  Hallington  North  Farm,  in  the 
same  parish  and  county 
Newcastle,  &c.,  Railway,  ex  parte  the 
Company  of  Proprietors  of  the  New¬ 
castle-upon-Tyne  and  Carlisle  Railway 
Newdegate  v.  Adderley,  1872,  N.,  41 
Produce  of  sale  of  timber 
Newdigate,  ex  parte 

Newdigate,  see  Andrews  v.  Newdigate 
Newen  v.  Beare 

Newland,  see  Phillips  v.  Newland 
Newman,  see  Barrow  v.  Newman 
Newman,  see  Jennings  v.  Newman 
Newman,  see  Lockhart  v.  Hardy 
Newman  v.  Bennett,  and  Newman  v. 
Wickham 


Newman,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Elizabeth  Newman, 
late  of  the  city  of  Hereford,  Spinster, 
deceased 

Newman,  Emma,  see  Kemball  v.  Fyson 
Newman,  John,  in  the-matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  sum  of  ^833  6s.  8d.,  ^3  per  cent. 
Consolidated  Bank  Annuities,  being  a 
fund  to  secure  an  annuity  of  ^25  per 
annum  bequeathed  by  the  will  of  John 
Newman,  deceased 

Newman,  John  Woodward,  see  South 
Staffordshire  Railway  Company 
Newnham  v.  Kemp,  ex  parte  the  pur¬ 
chaser  or  purchasers 

Newns,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Newns, 
deceased,  the  account  of  the  legacy 
bequeathed  to  Margaret  Elizabeth 
Douglas  Isabella  Emrie 
Newport,  Abergavenny,  and  Hereford 
Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  William  Stewart  Cartwright 
Newport,  Abergavenny,  and  Hereford 
Railway  Act,  see  West  Midland  Rail- 
way  Company 

Newsham,  see  Wheeler  v.  Newsham 
Newsome  v.  Shearman,  and  Newsome  v. 
Shearman 

Newson,  see  Attorney  General  v.  Newson 
Newton,  see  Earl  of  Balcarras  v.  Newton 
Newton,  see  Field’s  estate 
Newton,  see  Hayward  v.  Newton 
Newton,  see  Nicholson  v.  Newton 
Newton  v.  Bradshaw 
Newton  v.  Samuel,  the  account  of  Hyem 
Cohen 

Newton  v.  Treffry 

Newton,  Ann,  re  Ann  Newton,  Hairs  v. 
Newton,  and  re  Henry  Newton,  Hairs 
v.  Newton,  Vol.  4,  folios  94  and  95 
Newton,  Francis,  see  Gordon  v.  Smith 
Newton,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  George  Newton’s  will,  the  account  of 
Ann  Howarth’s  share 
Newton,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  George  Newton’s  will,  the  account  of 
Mary  Chard’s  share 

New  Zealand  Company,  see  re  William 
Crosley  Smith 

Niblett  v.  Niblett,  1864,  N.,  26,  the 
account  of  Frederick  Charles  Niblett, 
an  infant 

Nicholas,  see  Ellis  v.  Nicholas 
Nicholett,  re,  Major  v.  Allen,  the  persons 
entitled  under  the  will  of  Mary  Ann 
Shuckburgh,  subject  to  duty 
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Nicholetts,  re,  Major  v.  Allen,  1864, 
P.,  64 

Nicholetts  v.  Ewens,  the  account  of  the 
legal  personal  representatives  of  Mary 
Archer,  deceased,  or  Thomas  Phillips, 
her  assignee 

Nicholetts  v.  Nicholetts,  1866,  N.,  52,  the 
account  of  Gilbert  Nicholetts,  the  eldest 
son  of  the  testator’s  nephew,  William 
Nicholls,  see  Furnell  v.  Nicholls 
Nicholls,  see  Canterbury,  Archbishop  of, 
v.  Nicholls 

Nicholls,  see  Gandy  v.  Nicholls 
Nicholls,  see  Wagstaffe  v.  Nicholls 
Nichols,  see  Hill  v.  Nichols 
Nichols  v.  Crossland,  the  share  of  the 
testator’s  nephew,  Richard  Nichols, 
deceased, his  incumbrancers  or  assignees, 
subject  to  duty 

Nichols  v.  Crossland,  the  share  of  Charles 
Nichols,  a  felon,  one  of  the  next-of-kin 
of  Mary  Nichols,  deceased 
Nicholson  v.  Annett 
Nicholson  v.  Boulton 
Nicholson  v.  Newton,  1858,  N.,  15 
Nicholson  v.  Nicholson,  the  moneys  aris¬ 
ing  from  the  sale  of  the  real  estates  of 
the  testator,  Samuel  Nicholson 
Nicholson  v.  Warren,  1869,  N.,  39 
Nicholson  v.  Warren,  1869,  N.,  39,  the 
claimant’s  account 

Nicholson,  Francis,  see  Woodward,  Elea¬ 
nor 

Nicklinson  v.  Tibbatts 
Nickolls  v.  Jones,  the  creditors’  account 
under  the  indenture,  bearing  date  the 
2nd  day  of  March,  1805 
Nicoll,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Nicoll,  deceased,  the 
undistributed  residuary  estate 
Nicoll,  Elizabeth  and  Hannah,  see  John 
Booth 

Nightingale,  see  Cockroft  v.  Nightingale 
Nixon,  Thomas,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Noble,  see  Devaynes  v.  Noble 
Nolder  v.  Severs,  the  account  of  the  claims 
of  the  Goldsmiths’  Company 
Norbury  v.  Hill 
Norcott,  see  Byrne  v.  Norcott 
Norcott  v.  Gordon,  Mary  Winter’s  annuity 
account 

Norfolk,  Duke  of,  see  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Norledge’s  estate,'  1858,  *N.,  11 
Norman,  see  Saunders  v.  Norman 
Norman,  Thomas,  see  Nannock  v.  Horton 


Norris  v.  Dodd 

North  of  England  Joint  Stock  Banking 
Company,  see  Branding  v.  Plummer 
North,  see  Price  v.  North 
North,  see  Champion  v.  North 
North,  see  Rowe  v.  North 
North  v.  Burn 

Northampton  and  Banbury  Junction  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Northampton  and  Banbury 
Junction  Railway  Act,  1863,  in  respect 
of  land  which  is  now  vested  in  George 
Scriven  as  trustee  without  power  of  sale 
Northcote,  see  Fletcher  v.  Northcote 
North-Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  the  devised  estates 
of  Mary  Robinson,  deceased 
North-Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  North-Eastern 
Railway  Company’s  Pelaw  and  other 
branches  Act,  1865,  in  respect  of  land 
claimed  by  the  trustees  of  Anthony  Wil¬ 
kinson,  deceased 

North-Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  the 
will  of  Anthony  Wilkinson,  deceased, 
the  estate  not  comprised  in  the  term  of 
five  hundred  years 

Northey,  William,  see  Tuffnell  v.  Stoe 
North-Staffordshire  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the  North 
Staffordshire  Railway  Act,  1847 
Northumberland,  ex  parte  the  Duke  of 
Northrupp,  see  Cooke  v.  Northrupp 
North-Western  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  William  Watson 
Greenwood,  of  Bradford,  Miller,  Will¬ 
iam  Greenwood,  of  Addingham,  Gentle¬ 
man,  and  George  Oates  Greenwood,  of 
Bradford,  Gentleman 
North-Western  Railway  Act,  1846,  in  the 
matter  of  the,  ex  parte  the  devisees  un¬ 
der  the  will  of  the  Rev.  Thomas  Ham¬ 
mond  Foxcroft,  Clerk 
North-Western  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  Catherine  Hardacre, 
of  Hellifield,  in  the  county  of  York, 
Spinster 

North-Western  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  North-Western 
Railway  Act,  1846,  the  account  of  Will¬ 
iam  Hardacre,  of  Colne,  in  the  county 
palatine  of  Lancaster,  Gentleman 
North-Western  Railway  Company,  see 
Tempest  v.  North-Western  Railway 
Company 

Northwick,  Lord,  see  Tait  v.  Northwick 
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Norton,  see  Oakly  v.  Norton 
Norton,  see  Greene  v.  Norton 
Norton  v.  Bettiss 
Norvill,  see  Pruen  v.  Osborne 
Novosielski,  see  Grant  v.  Novosielski 
Nunn  v.  Barlow 

Nurse,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  Richard  Nurse,  late  of  South  Lynn, 
All  Saint,  in  the  borough  of  King’s 
Lynn,  in  the  county  of  Norfolk,  Block- 
maker,  deceased,  Gueroult  v.  Shipp,  the 
proceeds  of  sale  of  real  estate 
Nutt,  see  Wooldridge  v.  Nutt 
Nutting,  see  Fielding  v.  Nutting  • 
Nutting,  see  Milsintown  v.  Nutting 
Oake,  Carryl,  Elizabeth  and  Mary,  see 
Fletcher  v.  Moxon 

Oakham  Canal,  see  Edward  Loveden 
Loveden 

Oakley,  see  Bowker  v.  Oakley 
Oakley,  see  Brookes  v.  Oakley 
Oakley,  see  Andrew  Diesch 
Oakley,  Alfred,  in,  and  re  Alfred  Oakley, 
deceased,  Dore  v.  Oakley,  Westlake  v. 
Oakley,  O.,  1865,  No.  4 
Oakly  v.  Norton 
O’Brien,  see  Taylor  v.  O’Brien 
Offen,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
created  by  the  will  of  Thomas  Offen  for 
the  children  of  Hannah  Collins 
Ogden,  see  Davies  v.  Ogden 
Ogilvie,  see  Elmslie  v.  Dunlop 
Ogle,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  Richard  Ogle,  Mearing  v.  Mearing, 
the  Foucart  legacy  duty  indemnity  ac¬ 
count 

O’Hara,  Oliver,  see  John  McMullon 
Oland,  see  Bickley  v.  Brice 
Oldaker  v.  Lavender,  and  Oldaker  v. 
Farrell 

Oldershaw,  see  McPherson  v.  Olderthaw 

Oldfield,  see  Camac 

Oldfield,  see  re  Orange 

Oldfield  v.  Preston 

Oldham,  see  Taylor  v.  Oldham 

Oldham  v.  Dowler 

Oldham,  James,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Olding,  see  Baker  v.  Olding 
Oldner,  see  Chapman  v.  Oldner 
Oliver,  see  Butler  v.  Oliver 
Oliver,  see  Clarke  v.  Oliver 
Oliver,  Frederick,  see  Purr  v.  Wicks 
O’Neil,  Georgiana  Hood,  see  Mottley  v. 
Mottley 

Onley,  see  Tilliar  v.  Onley 
Onslow,  see  Whitcomb  v.  Onslow 


Oram,  Sally,  see  Philip  Honey 
Orange,  re,  and  Oldfield  v.  Kinder,  1857, 
O.,  15 

Orchard,  Augustus  and  Thomas,  see  Row- 
ley  v.  Adams 
Ord,  Ralp,  Esq.,  ex  parte 
Ordish,  see  Wood  v.  Ordish 
Ordnance  for  Year  1804 
Ormond  v.  Pollexfen,  in  Master  Eld’s 
office 

Ormonde,  Earl  of,  see  Clarke  v.  Earl  of 
Ormonde 

Orr,  see  Davies  v.  Orr 
Orton  v.  Richdale 
Osborn,  see  Salmon  v.  Osborn 
Osborn  v.  Bellman 

Osborn  v.  Ellis,  in  Master  Eame’s  offices 
Osborn,  John,  see  George  Ive  Corner 
Osborn,  John,  see  Birmingham  and  Oxford 
Junction  Railway  Company 
Osborne,  see  Pruen  v.  Osborne 
Osborne  v.  Foreman,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  of  John  Baker  Stapley  and  his. 
incumbrancers 

Osborne,  Hannah,  see  Chandless  v.  Smith 
Osier,  see  Mackay’s  estate 
O’Toole,  see  Mason  v.  O’Toole 
Otterwill  v.  Cheverton 
Ottley,  see  Curtis  v.  Wilson 
Overton,  see  Hughes  v.  Lipscombe 
Owen,  see  Carter  v.  Owen 
Owen,  see  Heyden  v.  Owen 
Owen,  see  Soame  v.  Owen 
Owen,  see  Marpole  v.  Owen 
Owen  v.  Barton,  the  account  of  Eva  Laura 
Cregoe  Colmore,  an  infant 
Owen  v.  Barton,  the  account  of  William 
Barwick  Cregoe  Colmore,  an  infant 
Owen  v.  Barton,  1869,  O.,  1,  the  account 
of  Bertha  Cregoe  Colmore,  an  infant 
Owen  v.  Davies 

Owen  v.  Soame,  in  Master  Pepy’s  office 
Owen,  Robert,  the  estate  of  Robert 
Owen,  and  Sibley  v.  Owen,  and  Dun¬ 
ning  v.  Owen,  the  account  of  indemnity 
against  the  claim  of  Strachan  v.  Strachan 
Owen,  Robert,  see  Dixon  v.  Langhorn 
Owens,  see  Hughes  v.  Owen 
Owens  v.  Jennings,  and  Chidloe  v.  Jen¬ 
nings,  the  personal  estate  of  Roger  Jen¬ 
nings  the  elder 

Owens  v.  Jennings,  and  Chidloe  v.  Jen¬ 
nings 

Owens,  Elizabeth,  a  minor 
Owens,  Marianne,  a  minor 
Owens,  Owen,  a  minor 
Owthwaite,  see  Castle  v.  Owthwaite 


84 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Owtram,  John,  see  Hoyland  v.  Fardell 
Oxford,  Dean  and  Chapter  of  the  Cathe¬ 
dral  Church  of  Christ,  see  Attorney- 
General  v.  Dean,  &c.,  Oxford 
Oxford  and  Rugby  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the 

Oxford,  Worcester,  and  Wolverhampton 
Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the 
matter  of  the  Oxford,  Worcester,  and 
Wolverhampton  Railway  Act,  1845 
Oxford,  Worcester,  and  Wolverhampton 
Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the 
matter  of  the  Oxford,  Worcester,  and 
Wolverhampton  Railway  Act,  1845  > 
the  account  of  the  trustees  of  Stone 
Charity,  in  the  county  of  Worcester 
Oxford,  Worcester,  and  Wolverhampton 
Railway  Act,  the  capital  account  of  the 
person  or  persons  entitled  to  the  two 
shares  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
Reverend  James  Calley,  of  Wootton 
Wawen,  in  the  county  of  Warwick,  in 
the  books  of  the  Company  of  Proprie¬ 
tors  of  the  Stratford-upon-Avon  Canal 
Navigation 

Oxley,  Emily,  see  Rowley  v.  Adams 
Packer  v.  Amhurst 

Packer,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  bequest  under  the  will  of 
Richard  Packer  the  elder,  formerly  of 
Saint  Andrew’s  Hill,  in  the  city  of 
London,  Weaver,  deceased,  in  favour 
of  his  son,  Richard  Packer  the  younger 
Pacifico,  see  Vanzetti  v.  Pacifico 
Padwick,  see  Mundey  v.  Padwick 
Pafford,  see  Sophia  Moore 
Page,  see  Humphrey  v.  Davidson 
Page  v.  Catley 
Page  v.  Leapingwell 
Paget  v.  Parkes 
Pain,  see  Lee  v.  Pain 
Paine  v.  Goldstone 

Paine,  Mary  Anne,  see  Elizabeth  Smith 
Palmer,  see  Thorne  v.  Palmer 
Palmer,  see  Mackinnon  v.  Palmer 
Palmer,  see  Gaches  v.  Palmer 
Palmer,  see  Kidman  v.  Palmer 
Palmer  v.  Bonington 
Palmer  v.  Potter 

Palmer  v.  Stevens,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  estate 

Papps,  Frederick,  see  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railway  Company 
Pardo  v.  Bingham 
Parfitt,  see  Batten  v.  Parfitt 
Pargiter,  see  Grosvenor  v.  Cooke 
Park,  see  Bell  v.  Bell 


Park,  see  Stockall  v.  Park 
Parke,  see  Kennion  v.  Parke 
Parke,  see  Rainford  v.  Parke 
Parker,  see  Atkinson  v.  Parker 
Parker  v.  Lee,  1864,  P.,  66,  the  legal  per¬ 
sonal  representative  of  Mary  Bussey 
Parker  v.  Earl  of  Bristol,  in  Master  Thom¬ 
son’s  office 

Parker  v.  Sayle,  the  unclaimed  share  of 
Richard  Heathfield,  John  Green,  Charles 
Picksley,  Jonathan  Marthall,  and  Robert 
Jobson,  respectively 
Parker  v.  Watts 

Parker,  James  William,  see  Thomas  Croft 
Parker,  Joseph,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Joseph  Parker,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  sum  of  ^800  Consols 
bequeathed  to  Mary  MacNeilance  and 
her  children.  The  moiety  belonging  to 
the  children  of  Thomas  MacNeilance, 
deceased,  the  eldest  son  of  the  said 
Mary  MacNeilance 

Parker,  Robert,  see  South  Staffordshire 
Railway  Company 

Parker,  Samuel,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  Samuel  Parker,  deceased,  Clay  v. 
Parker,  1865,  P.,  23.  The  account  of 
George  Dennis,  only  son  of  Mary  Dennis 
Parkes,  see  Paget  v.  Parkes 
Parkhurst  v.  Boyd,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  representatives  of  Robert  Hall 
Parkhurst  v.  Selwin,  in  Master  Kinaston’s 
office 

Parkhurst  v.  Saxton,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  intended  for  John  Bosher 
Parkin,  see  Smith  v.  Parkin 
Parkins  v.  Moore,  and  Moore  v.  Helps 
Parkinson,  Elizabeth,  the  account  of  Eliza¬ 
beth,  the  sister  of  Robert  Parkinson,  the 
testator,  and  her  children,  if  any,  living 
at  the  time  of  the  death  of  the  testator 
Parks,  see  Fox  v.  Parks 
Parnell,  see  Fryer  v.  Parnell. 

Parnell,  see  McPherson  v.  Oldershaw 
Parnham,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  and  codicils  of  William 
Parnham,  Esq.,  so  far  as  the  same  re¬ 
late  to  the  share  of  Richard  Ridley,  one 
of  the  sons  of  Elizabeth  Ridley,  in  the 
^3  per  cent.  Consolidated  Bank  An¬ 
nuities  bequeathed  in  trust  for  Elizabeth 
Green  for  her  life 

Parnham,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Parkham, 
Esq.,  deceased,  so  far  as  the  same  re¬ 
late  to  the  share  bequeathed  to  Richard 
Ridley  for  his  life 
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Parry,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Fletcher 

Parry,  see  Mountain  v.  Parry 

Parry,  see  Saunders  v.  Parry 

Parry,  see  Thomas  v.  Parry 

Parry^v.  Fane,  plaintiff’s  legacy  account 

Parry  v.  Jones 

Parry,  Fletcher,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  estate  of  Fletcher  Parry,  deceased, 
the  share  of  Henry  Parry,  deceased, 
one  of  the  next-of-km 
Parry,  Jane,  and  Joan,  see  Powell  v. 
Griffiths 

Parry  Rev.  Morris,  see  Festiniog  Railway 
Parsley,  see  Freeman  v.  Parsley 
Parsons,  see  Sophia  Moore 
Parsons  v.  Holt,  the  account  of  the  real 
estate 

Parsons  v.  Nevill,  Jacob  Hern,  the  son’s 
account 

Parsons,  Elizabeth,  see  Hobbs  v.  Parsons 
Parsons,  Frederick,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  Frederick  Parsons,  deceased, 
Kerby  v.  Kerby 

Pashley,  Joseph  William  and  Mary  Ann, 
see  Edward  Higham 

Pasmore,  Sibylla  Sally,  see  Bathsheba 
Penny 

Patch  v.  Dye,  1864,  P  ,  120 
Paton  v.  Sheppard,  the  legacy  account  of 
the  children  of  James  Paton 
Paton  v.  Sheppard,  the  furniture  account 
Patrick,  see  Rusbrooke  v.  Patrick 
Patrickson,  Isabella,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Isabella  Patrickson, 
deceased,  the  account  of  the  legacies 
bequeathed  to  Thomas  and  Joseph  Pat¬ 
rickson,  sons  of  Elizabeth  Patrickson, 
afterwards  Elizabeth  Calvert,  Widow, 
deceased 
Patten  v.  Taylor 
Patten  v.  Smith 
Patten,  see  Bartlett  v.  Patten 
Patterson  v.  Stewart 
Patteson,  see  Richards  v.  Patteson 
Pattle,  Thomas  Charles,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Charles 
Pattle,  deceased,  so  far  as  the  same  re¬ 
lates  to  the  share  of  Charles  Augustus 
Roche,  in  a  sum  of  ^1,666  13s.  4d. 
Consols  forming  part  of  the  residuary 
estate  of  the  said  Thomas  Charles  Pattle 
Paul  v.  J  ennings,  Sarah  White,  the  moth¬ 
er’s  estate 
Paxton  v.  Douglas 
Paxton  v.  Humble 

Payler,  Charlotte  C.  M.,  see  Polhill  v. 
Morgan 


Payne,  see  Duncan  v.  Payne 
Payne  v.  Bainbridge,  Haywood  v.  Bain- 
bridge,  and  Payne  v.  Bainbridge,  the 
share  of  Emma  Pert,  the  wife  of  William 
Pert,  a  person  of  unsound  mind,  but  not 
so  found  by  inquisition 
Payne  v.  Kinaston,  Puleston  v.  Kinaston, 
and  Puleston  v.  Hill,  Baronet 
Payne  v.  Trentam 
Paynter  v.  Houstoun 
Peach,  Elizabeth  (now  claiming  to  be  the 
wife  of  Gideon  Swain),  absent  beyond 
the  seas 

Peacock,  see  Lucas  v.  Peacock 
Peake,  Thomas,  see  Jennings  v.  Newman 
Pearce,  see  Wickenden 
Pearce  v.  Milner,  Pearce  v.  Jones,  Pearce 
v.  Capper,  and  Pearce  v.  Downes 
Pearce,  Alfred,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  Alfred  Pearce,  deceased 
Pearn,  see  Williams  v.  Pearn 
Pearse  v.  Adams,  in  Master  Pelham’s 
office 

Pearson  v.  Miller,  1868,  P.,  47,  the 

account  of  the  legal  personal  represen¬ 
tative  of  Jonathan  *  Angus  Robson, 
deceased,  son  of  the  said  Abigail  Red- 
shaw’s  sister,  Mary  Robson,  by  her 
husband,  Jonathan  Robson 
Pearson,  see  Poyser  v.  Salwey 
Pearson,  Eliza,  see  MacClarey  Tuxford 
Pearson,  see  Meredith  v.  Pearson 
Pearson,  see  Rawlings  v.  Pearson 
Pearson,  see  Skelhorn  v.  Pearson 
Pearson’s  estate,  Johnston  v.  Pugmire, 
1867,  P.,  143,  the  account  of  the  intes¬ 
tate’s  brother,  Philip  Pearson 
Pearson’s  estate,  Johnston  v.  Pugmire, 
1867,  P.,  143,  the  account  of  the 

testator’s  brother,  Robert  Pearson 
Peart  v.  Fenwick,  1865,  P.,  107,  the 
account  of  the  heir  at-law  of  the  testa¬ 
trix,  subject  to  duty 
Pease,  see  Fisher  v.  Pease 
Peate  v.  Crane 

Peche  v.  Smith,  the  annuity  account  of 
John  Peche,  the  grandson 
Peck  v.  Beechey,  and  Russell  v.  Beechey 
Peck  v.  Beechey,  and  Russell  v.  Beechey, 
the  separate  contingent  account  of  the 
unestablished  next-of-kin  of  the  testator 
Pedley,  see  Cotton  v.  Pedley 
Pee  v.  Marsh 
Peile,  see  Barker  v.  Peile 
Pelham  v.  Compton 
Pelham,  Isaac,  ex  parte 
Pelly,  see  Applegarth  v.  Peile 
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Pemperton  v.  Lord  Berwick,  the  account 
of  the  creditors  remaining  unpaid 
Pemberton  v.  Thrower 
Pemberton,  Mary  Ann  and  Richard  L., 
see  Sunderland  Dock  Company 
Penarth  Harbour  Dock  and  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  John 
Boyle  and  Major-General  Charles 
Stuart,  the  trustees  of  the  will  of  the 
late  Marquis  of  Bute 

Penclawdd  Canal,  &c.,  see  ex  parte  the 
Llanelly  Railway 

Pendarves,  see  Hartley  v.  Pendarves 
Pendrey,  see  Cook  v.  Pendrey 
Pendygrass,  see  Indge  v.  Pendygrass 
Penn,  see  Wheeler 

Penneykid,  see  Mumford  v.  Penneykid 
Pennington,  see  Clay  v.  Pennington 
Pennington,  see  Leather  v.  Pennington 
Penny,  see  Bickley  v.  Penny 
Penny,  see  Greenwood  v.  Penny 
Penny,  Ann,  see  Weyland  v.  Weyland 
Penny,  Bathsheba,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Bathsheba  Penny, 
formerly  of  Kensington-square,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  Widow,  deceased, 
Sibylla  Sally  Pasmore’s  legacy,  in  the 
will  called  Sybella  Pasmore 
Penton,  see  Hall  v.  Penton 
Penwold,  see  Kishere  v.  Fitzgerald 
Pepper  v.  Pepper 

Peppercorn,  Emma  S.,  see  Rachel  Pereira 
Peppin,  see  Wiggins  v.  Peppin 
Peppin,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Ann  Peppin,  Spinster,  the 
separate  account  ot  the  legacy  and  inter¬ 
est  bequeathed  to  Catherine  Chambers 
Peppin,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Peppin,  Spinster,  the 
separate  account  of  the  legacy  and  inter¬ 
est  bequeathed  to  Jane  Coucher 
Peppin,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Peppin,  Spinster,  the 
separate  account  of  the  legacy  and  inter¬ 
est  bequeathed  to  John  Geoghegan  and 
Elizabeth,  his  wife 

Peppin,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Peppin,  Spinster,  the 
separate  account  of  the  legacy  and  inter¬ 
est  bequeathed  to  Ann  Peppin,  daughter 
of  Joseph  Peppin 

Peppin,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Peppin,  Spinster,  the 
separate  account  of  the  legacy  and  inter¬ 
est  bequeathed  to  John  Peppin,  the 
brother  of  the  testatrix 
Peppin,  Ann  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 


the  will  of  Ann  Peppin,  Spinster,  the 
separate  account  of  the  legacy  and  inter¬ 
est  bequeathed  to  Sarah  Ross 
Percival,  re,  Knowles  v.  Warburton.  1871, 
P.,  61 

Percy,  William  Alexander,  see  Williams  v. 
Foster 

Pereira,  Rachel,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Rachel  Pereira,  deceased, 
the  legacy  account  of  Hugh  Charles  Al¬ 
bert,  Charlotte  Elizabeth  Green,  and 
Emma  Sophia  Peppercorn,  deceased 
Pereira,  Rachel,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Rachel  Pereira,  deceased, 
ex  parte  the  legatees  under  such  will 
Perks,  see  Prince  v.  Perks 
Perks,  George,  see  Johnson  v.  Rowlands 
Perrott,  see  Thompson  v.  Perrott 
Perrott  v.  Barbor 
Perry,  see  Beeby  v.  Perry 
Perry  v.  Beauclerk,  the  account  of  the 
representatives  of  Mary,  Countess  Jeni- 
son  Walworth  and  Mary  Jenison,  and 
Charlotte  Jenison 

Perry  v.  Chalmers,  Dog’s  annuity  account, 
free  of  duty 

Perry  v.  Chalmers,  Richardson’s  annuity 
account,  free  of  duty 

Perry  v.  Rumsey,  rents  and  profits  of 
mortgaged  estates 
Perry  v.  Wilder 

Perry,  William,  see  Rumsey  v.  Perry 
Perrye,  see  Thomas  v.  Perrye 
Pert,  Emma,  see  Payne  v.  Bainbridge 
Peterborough,  Wisbech,  and  Sutton  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of  the 
town  of  Wisbech 
Peters,  see  Detillin  v.  Gale 
Peters  v.  Grote,  Elizabeth  Read’s  legacy 
account 

Peters,  Rebecca,  see  Wedge 
Peterson  v.  Peterson 

Pethebridge  v.  Spencer,  1868,  P.,  188,  the 
contingent  specific  legacy  of  two  hun¬ 
dred  pounds  bequeathed  to  Elizabeth 
Ann  Thair 

Petherick,  see  Manning  v.  Petherick 
Petter,  George,  who  is  beyond  seas 
Petter,  Lucy,  who  is  beyond  seas 
Pettingal  v.  Pettingall,  the  infant  Julia 
Maria  Pettingal’ s  legacy 
Pettinger,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  one  moiety  of  the  sum  of  spe¬ 

cifically  bequeathed  by  the  will  of  Mary 
Pettinger,  Widow,  deceased 
Pettman,  see  Higgins  v.  Pettman 
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Petty  v.  Barker 

Petty  v.  Baring,  the  account  of  the  debts 
of  the  testator 
Peyton,  see  Taylor,  Eliza 
Phelps  v.  Dearden 

Phene,  Margaretta,  see  Henry  Forsyth 
Phene,  Margaretta,  see  re  Roxby 
Phildius,  see  Charles  Argles 
Phillipps,  see  Cottam  v.  Phillipps 
Philips,  see  Powell  v.  Philips 
Phillips,  see  Lang  v.  Phillips 
Phillips  v.  Baron  Dacre 
Phillips  v.  Baron  Dacre,  the  account  of  the 
creditors  of  the  Honourable  Edward 
Bouverie,  named  in  the  first  schedule  to 
the  Master’s  report,  dated  the  4th  Au¬ 
gust,  1829 

Phillips  v.  Baron  Dacre,  the  account  of  the 
creditors  of  the  Honourable  Edward 
Bouverie,  named  in  the  first  schedule  to 
the  Master’s  report,  dated  23rd  day  of 
November,  1833 

Phillips  v.  Newland,  the  separate  account 
of  the  incumbrancers  of  Samuel  Phillips 
Phillips  v.  Phillips 
Phillips  v.  Spencer 
Phillips  v.  Watkins 

Phillips,  Frances,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Frances  Phillips,  Widow, 
deceased 

Phillips,  John,  see  Chelsea  Waterworks 
Phillips,  Margaret,  see  Harrison  v.  Mansel 
Phillips,  Sarah,  see  Wildman,  William 
Phillips,  Thomas,  see  Nicholetts  v.  Ewens 
Phippard  v.  Hoppe 

Phippen  v.  Bath,  the, account  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  Elizabeth  Hookway  and  her 
children 

Phipps,  see  Long  v.  Phipps 
Pichi,  see  Jackson  v.  Pichi 
Pickard,  see  Benbow  v.  Pickard. 

Pickering,  see  Dickinson  v.  Pickering 
Pickering,  see  Yea  v.  Frere 
Pickering  v.  Backhouse,  1872,  P.,  204, 
the  account  of  the  sale  of  real  estate 
Pickman,  see  Hodder  v.  Pickman 
Picksley,  Charles,  see  Parker  v.  Sayle 
Pickton,  Isaac,  see  Warrington  and  Alt¬ 
rincham  Railway 

Pidgeon  v.  Spencer,  1866,  P. ,  10 1,  the 
account  of  the  first  son,  if  any,  of 
William  Alexander  Tinney  who  shall 
attain  21 

Pierpoint,  see  Burton  v.  Pierpoint 
Piggott  v.  Garraway 

Pigram,  William,  the  account  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Pigram  the  elder, 


deceased,  concerning  the  share  of  his 
daughter,  Susanna  Wilmott 
Pilcher  v.  Rawlins 
Pilkinton  v.  Myers 
Pinckard,  see  Foone  v.  Pinckard 
Pinkerton  v.  Cradock 
Pinnell,  see  Adams  v.  Pinnell 
Piper,  John  Dixon,  see  Vazey  v.  Reynolds 
Pitfield,  see  Strong  v.  Strong 
Pitman,  see  Andrew  v.  Pitman 
Pitman,  see  Morgan  v.  Pitman 
Pitt,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Richard  Pitt  the  younger, 
deceased,  the  account  of  Richard  Col¬ 
chester  Pitt,  an  infant 
Pitt  v.  Thorne 
Plant  v.  Boucher 

Plant,  John  and  Mercy,  see  Daintry  v. 
Wardle 

Plaxton  v.  Milner 

Plews,  Mary,  see  Curzon  v.  Bromley 
Pleydell,  see  Attorney-Generel  v.  Pleydell 
Plincke,  see  De  Mouritz  v.  Plincke 
Plummer,  see  Brandling  v.  Plummer 
Plymouth,  Countess  of,  see  Irby  v.  Irby 
Plymouth,  Earl  of,  see  Knight  v.  Earl  of 
Plymouth 

Pocklington  v.  Bonner 
Pointer,  see  Stevens  v.  Pointer 
Pole  v.  Buller,  and  Buller  v.  Pole 
Polhill  v.  the  Earl  of  Hyndford  and  others 
Polhill  v„  Morgan,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  duty  upon  the  legacy  ^10,000 
given  to  the  defendant,  Charlotte  Clara 
Morgan  Paylor,  and  her  children 
Pollard  v.  Revoult,  and  Pollard  v.  Hose- 
good,  John  Duplan  Lloyd,  the  annui¬ 
tant’s  account 

Pollen,  see  Leverton  v.  Pollen 
Pollexfen,  see  Ormond  v.  Pollexfen 
Pollington,  Frances,  see  Letham  v.  Hall 
Pollock,  see  Knapp  v.  Pollock 
Pomeroy  v.  Brewer 

Pontypool,  Caeleon,  and  Newport  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the  account 
of  Osmond  Arthur  Wyatt 
Poole,  see  Hancox  v.  Hancox 
Poole  v.  Fleming,  P.,  1865,  71,  the  account 
of  the  legacy  to  Elizabeth  Rennie  free 
of  duty 

Poole  v.  Poole,  1865,  P. ,  142,  the  defend¬ 
ant,  George  Poole,  a  person  of  unsound 
mind 

Poore,  see  Hulme  v.  Poore 
Pope,  Grace  Ann,  see  Edward  Genge 
Pope  v.  Burton 
Poplar,  see  All  Saints 
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Portarlington,  Earl  of,  v.  Damer,  and 
Earle  of  Portarlington  v.  Bruce 
Porter  v.  Clarke 

Porter  v.  Edenden,  1864,  P.,  17,  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  testator’s  real 
and  leasehold  estates 

Porter,  Frances  and  Henry,  see  William 
Goodman 

Porter  Catherine,  see  Truss  v.  Barker 
Portington,  Nanny,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Nanny  Portington, 
deceased,  the  account  of  the  persons 
entitled  to  the  share  of  Ann  Portington 
Hole  under  the  will  of  Nanny  Porting¬ 
ton,  deceased 

Portland,  Duke  of,  v.  Griffiths 
Porto,  Rachael  Coen,  see  Vanzetti  v.  Pa- 
cifico 

Portsmouth,  Earl  of,  the  Right  Honour¬ 
able  John  Charles,  Earl  of  Portsmouth, 
of  unsound  mind,  the  creditors’  account 
Portsmouth  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Portsmouth 
Railway  Act,  1853 

Potter,  Joseph,  see  South  Staffordshire 
Railway  Company 
Potter,  see  Palmer  v.  Potter 
Potter  v.  Moore 

Potter,  George,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  George  Potter,  deceased, 
the  share  of  the  testator’s  residuary 
estate,  bequeathed  by  his  will  to  his 
nephews  and  nieces,  the  children  of  his 
late  sister,  Elizabeth  Blore 
Potts  v.  Combe,  1863,  P.,  159 
Potts  v.  Layton 

Potts  v.  Layton,  the  subsequent  account 
Potts,  George  and  Margaret,  see  Haggitt 
v.  Iniff 

Povey  v.  Gregory,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  John  Webb 
Powell,  see  Bennett  v.  Powell 
Powell,  see  Thomas  v.  Powell 
Powell,  see  Dallas  v.  Powell 
Powell,  see  London  Dock  Company 
Powell,  see  Probert  v.  Powell 
Powell  v.  Attorney-General,  the  legatee  of 
one  hundred  pounds  mentioned  in  the 
testator’s  will,  or  his  representative’s 
account 

Powell  v.  Davison,  Ann  Dobson  and  her 
children,  their  account  in  Master  Pepy’s 
office 

Powell  v.  Davies 

Powell  v.  Griffiths,  the  account  of  the  leg¬ 
acy  bequeathed  to  Joan  Parry,  after¬ 
wards  Joan  Powell,  deceased 


Powell  v.  Griffiths,  the  account  of  the  leg¬ 
acy  bequeathed  to  Jane  Parry,  after¬ 
wards  Jane  Griffiths,  deceased 
Powell  v.  Jenkin,  the  plaintiffs  account  in 
Master  Pechell’s  office 
Powell  v.  Lloyd 

Powell  v.  Philipps,  1861,  P. ,  n,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  Westborough  Hill  estate 
Powell  v.  Philipps,  1862,  P.,  n,  proceeds 
of  sale  of  lands  taken  by  the  Pembroke 
and  Tenby  Railway  Company 
Powell  Duffryn  Steam  Coal  Company 
Limited,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
the  Aberdare  Railway  Company  and 
the  Taff  Vale  Railway  Company 
Powell,  Eliza,  see  Stockall  v.  Park 
Powell,  James  Edwin,  see  Saunders  v. 
Parry 

Powell,  Joan,  see  Powell  v.  Griffiths 
Powell,  Samuel,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  estate  of  Samuel  Powell,  deceased 
Powell,  Susannah,  see  Dallas  v.  Powell 
Powles  v.  Jopling,  the  account  of  William 
Wright 

Poyser  v.  Salwey,  and  Pearson  v.  Salwey 
Pratchett,  Maria,  see  Birkenhead,  Lan¬ 
cashire,  &c.,  Railway  Compan 
Prater,  see  Twigg  v.  Prater 
Pratherman,  George,  see  Walter  Boyd 
Pratt,  see  Hunt  v.  Pratt 
Pratt  v.  Lord,  the  account  of  the  five  chil¬ 
dren  of  the  testator’s  son,  James  Pratt 
Pratt  v.  Lord,  the  account  of  the  three 
children  of  testator’s  son,  Robt.  Pratt 
Pratt  v.  Wilson,  the  legatee’s  account 
Pratt  v.  Willis 
Preece,  see  Bray  v.  Preece 
Prentice  v.  Mensal 

Presbyterian  Kirk  in  Antigua,  see  West¬ 
brook  v.  McKie 
Prest,  Ellen,  see  Clowes  v.  Jee 
I  Preston,  see  Oldfield  v.  Preston 
Preston,  see  Blondel  v.  Preston 
Preston  v.  Barker 

Preston,  Richard,  see  Kekewich  v.  Rad- 
cliffe 

Preston,  Rev.  Thomas,  see  Clowes  v.  Jee 
Pretty,  see  Duke  v.  Pretty 
Price,  see  Croose  v.  Price 
Price,  see  Cheslyn  v.  Price 
Price,  see  Collins  v.  Price 
Price,  see  Hill  v.  Price 
Price,  see  Hayton  v.  Price 
Price,  see  William  v.  Price 
Price,  see  Wynne  v.  Price 
Price  v.  Bangham,  the  account  of  James 
William  'Fuck 
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Price  v.  Price,  in  Master  Courtenay’s  of¬ 
fice,  the  separate  account  of  Thomas 
Hicken,  of  Birmingham,  in  the  county 
of  Warwick,  Distiller,  as  surviving 
partner  of  Samuel  Lechigary  Dunsford, 
late  of  the  same  place,  deceased,  as 
assignees  of  John  Bennett,  late  of  the 
the  town  of  Brecon,  in  the  county  of 
Brecon 

Price  v.  Price,  1862,  P. ,  55,  proceeds  of 
sale  of  Abergwilli  estates 
Price  v.  North 

Price,  Charles,  see  Shrewsbury  and  Here¬ 
ford  Railway 

Price,  Elizabeth  and  Mary,  see  Thorp  v. 
Brooks 

Price,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  sum  of  ^100  bequeathed  by  the 
will  of  Elizabeth  Price,  formerly  of  Mil- 
brook,  in  the  county  of  Southampton, 
Spinster,  deceased,  to  her  niece  Mary 
Price 

Price,  Margaret,  Widow,  a  person  of 
unsound  mind 

Price,  Samuel,  and  his  children,  see  Col¬ 
lins  v.  Price 

Price,  Sarah,  see  Gregor  v.  Gregor 
Price,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  real  estate  by  the  will  of  Thomas 
Price,  deceased,  devised  in  trust  for 
sale,  the  share  of  the  testator’s  cousin, 
Ann  Jarvis,  deceased 
Prickett  v.  Prickett 
Prideaux  v.  St.  Aubyn 
Priest,  Elizabeth,  see  Longville  v.  Brooks 
Primrose  v.  Lord  Mountford 
Prince  v.  Bourjot,  the  ten  hogsheads 
account 

Prince  v.  Cooper,  the  account  of  Mary 
Ann  Simpson,  the  wife  of  Robert  Simp¬ 
son 

Prince  v.  Perks 
Pringle  v.  Stevenson 
Prior,  see  Ladbroke  v.  Prior 
Prior  v.  Tarrant,  1863,  P.,  118 
Prior  v.  Tarrant,  1863,  P.,  118  the 
account  of  the  defendant,  Richard  Har-. 
raden,  a  bankrupt 

Prior  v.  Tarrant,  1863,  P.,  118,  the 

account  of  the  defendant  Alfred  Tar¬ 
rant,  a  bankrupt 

Prior  v.  Tarrant,  1863,  P. ,  118,  the 

account  of  the  defendant,  Henry 
Richard  Harraden,  a  bankrupt 
Prior  v.  Tarrant,  1863,  P  »  11 8,  the 

account  of  the  children  of  Phcebe  Cath¬ 
erine  Tarrant,  subject  to  legacy  duty 


Prior  v.  Tarrant,  1863,  P->  118,  account 
of  the  children  of  Sophia  Harraden, 
subject  to  legacy  duty 
Pritchard  v.  Boddy;  Evans’  land  account 
Pritchard  v.  Tupling  and  Tupling  v. 
Hodgson 

Pritchett,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Pritchett, 
of  Sekforde-street,  Clerkenwell,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  Gentlemen, 
deceased,  the  account  of  the  residuary 
share  of  Joseph  Pritchett,  one  of  the 
five  children  of  Joseph  Pritchett 
Probert  v.  Powell,  the  account  of  the  pur¬ 
chase  money  of  nine-elevenths  of  one- 
eighteenth  of  the  real  estate  by  the  will 
directed  to  be  sold  which  did  not  belong 
to  the  said  testator 
Proby,  Louisa  Mary,  see  Sarah  How 
Procter,  Christopher  and  George,  see 
Clowes  v.  Jee 

Procter,  ex  parte,  Sir  William  Beauchamp 
Procter,  of  Langleys,  in  the  county  of 
Norfolk,  Baronet,  or  Dame  Ann,  his 
wife,  Joseph  Halden  Strutt,  of  Tetling, 
in  the  county  of  Essex,  Esquire,  or  Ed¬ 
mund  Bacon,  of  Raveningham,  in  the 
said  county  of  Norfolk,  Esquire,  or 
other  the  persons  interested  in  3  pieces 
of  land 

Proctor,  John,  see  Horton  v.  Pulley 
I  Proctor,  Sir  William  Beauchamp,  ex  parte, 
or  other  the  persons  interested  in  two 
roods  of  ground  in  Springfield,  in  the 
county  of  Essex 

Prodgers,  see  Hobson  v.  Blackburn 
Prole  v.  Soady,  the  legacy  account  of  An¬ 
tonia  Wallace,  subject  to  legacy  duty 
Prosser,  see  Eliza  Jenkins 
Prosser  v.  Prosser,  and  Prosser  v.  Prosser 
Prosser  v.  Scurlock,  the  defendant,  John 
Scurlock’s  account 

Prosser,  Alice,  see  Thomas  v.  Prosser 
Prosser,  Eliza,  Frances  Ward  and  Robert, 
see  Frances  Ward’s  estate 
Prowett,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  and  codicil  of  John  Prowett 
Pruen  v.  Osborne,  the  account  of  William 
Porvill,  a  bankrupt 

Pryme,  see  the  Official  Manager  of  the 
Royal  Bank  of  Australia  v.  Pryme 
Pugh  and  others  v.  Cambridge 
Pugh  v.  Pugh 

Pugh  v.  Pugh,  i860,  P. ,  129 
Pugh,  Matthew,  see  Horton  v.  Pulley 
Pughe,  see  Leeds,  Duke  of,  v.  Pughe 
Pugmire,  see  Pearson’s  estate 
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Puleston,  see  Payne  v.  Kinaston 
Pulley,  see  Horton  v.  Pulley 
Pulsford  v.  Hunter,  and  Jennings  v.  Hunter 
Pulteney,  see  Winter  v.  Pulteney 
Pulteney  v.  Douglas,  Charles  Speke  Pul- 
teney’s  account 
Pulteney  v.  Jones 
Purches,  see  Uzuld  v.  Purches 
Purdue  v.  Sharp 
Purnell,  see  Wigan  v.  Purnell 
Purr  v.  Wicks,  the  legacy  account  of 
Frederick  Oliver 
Purvis,  see  Ward  v.  Purvis 
Pye,  William,  see  South-Eastern  Railway 
Company 

Pye,  Esther,  see  Rickabe  v.  Garwood 
Pyke,  see  Moore  v.  Pyke 
Pyne,  see  Gratton  v.  Pyne 
Queen’s  Most  Excellent  Majesty,  see 
Thames  Haven  Dock  and  Railway 
Company 

Queen’s  Most  Excellent  Majesty,  see  Sun¬ 
derland  Dock  Company 
Quennell,  see  McLachlan  v.  Quennell 
Quin,  see  Harding  v.  Quin 
Quin,  Patrick,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Patrick  Quin,  deceased, 
the  contingent  account  of  William  Quin 
Kennedy 

Quincy  v.  Clement 
Raby  v.  Ridehalgh 
Rackbam,  see  Seaman  v.  Rackham 
Radcliffe,  see  Kekewich  v.  Radcliffe 
Radcliffe  v.  King,  the  legacy  account  of 
Jane  St.  Leger 

Radcliffe  v.  King,  ^£200  legacy  account 
Radford  v.  Boys,  and  Cosser  v.  Radford 
Radnor,  Earl  of,  see  Campbell  v.  Earl  of 
Radnor 

Raester,  Tayler  v.  Raester 
Raggett  v.  Arkinstall 
Raikes  v.  Williams 
Railton  v.  Walter,  1869,  R.,  72 
Raine,  see  Moss  v.  Raine 
Rainford  v.  Parke  and  Chaffers,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Olive  Hall,  Thomas  Hannah, 
Thomas  Hall,  George  Hall,  Elizabeth 
Humming,  and  Bella  Hall 
Rainier,  Elizabeth,  an  infant 
Rains,  Elizabeth,  see  Wagstaffe  v.  Everett 
Raison  v.  Floyd 

Rait,  Frances,  see  Greetlam  v.  Milnes 
Ralston,  Gerald,  see  the  London  and 
Blackwall  Railway  Company 
Ramsden  v.  Hylton,  Hylton  v.  Briscoe, 
and  Bristow  v.  Hylton,  in  Master  Allen’s 
office 


Ramsden  v.  Hodgkin,  Hodgkin  v.  Mus- 
grave,  and  Briscoe  v  Musgrave 
Randall,  see  Hare  v.  Hill 
Randell,  Robert  Richard,  in  the  matter 
of  the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Robert  Rich¬ 
ard  Randell,  deceased 
Randollv.  Wood,  Susannah  Bowles,  James 
Bowles,  and  their  children’s  share  of 
Tanner’s  estate 

Rands  Anna  Maria,  in  the  matter  of  Anna 
Maria  Rands’  share  under  the  trusts  of 
Sidley  Tillbrook’s  settlement,  dated  the 
19th  day  of  June,  1801 
Rannard,  Robert,  see  Michael  West 
Raper,  George  Stephenson,  see  Ann 
Walker 

Raper,  Jane,  see  John  Wilkinson 
Raven,  see  Smith  v.  Raven 
Ravenscroft,  see  Rivett  v.  Ravenscroft 
Rawlings  v.  Jennings 
Rawlings  v.  Pearson,  Rawlings  v.  Rawl¬ 
ings,  Rawlings  v.  Bluett,  Rawlings  v. 
Temple,  and  Rawlings  and  Green 
Rawlings,  John,  see  Metropolitan  Railway 
Company 

Rawlins,  see  Pilcher  v.  Rawlins 
Rawlins,  see  Yates  v.  Rawlins 
Rawlinson,  see  Elmhirst  v.  Rawlinson 
Rawlinson,  see  Reay  v.  Rawlinson 
Rawson  v.  Cheyne 
Rawson  v.  Neville 

Ray,  Richard,  see  Bariff  v.  Footman 
Rayley,  see  Australia,  the  Official  Manager 
of  the  Royal  Bank  of  v.  Pryne 
Rayment,  Martha,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Martha  Rayment, 
deceased,  so  far  as  the  same  relate  to 
the  shares  of  John  Whitsed,  deceased, 
and  Sarah  Whitsed,  deceased 
Raymond  v.  Shelton 
Raynes  v.  White 
Raynor,  see  Edwards  v.  Raynor 
Read,  see  Kerridge  v.  Read 
Read,  see  Helm  v.  Read 
Read,  see  Jonathan  Harding 
Read,  see  Harrison  v.  Read 
Read  v.  Strangways,  the  account  of  the 
annuity  of  Mary  Hanby,  formerly  Mary 
Cooper 

Read  v.  Whitaker,  the  account  of  the 
dividends  on  the  shares  in  the  Llanid¬ 
loes  and  Newtown  Railway  Company 
Read,  Elizabeth,  see  Peters  v.  Grote 
Read,  Jeremiah,  see  Fradgley  v.  Campbell 
Read,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  John  Read,  deceased,  the 
share  of  Charles  Read 
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Reade,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  Mary 
Webb  Reade  and  her  children 
Reay  v.  Rawlinson 
Rebbeck,  see  Clare  v.  Rebbeck 
Redfearn,  see  Livesay  v.  Redfearn 
Redmond,  see  Freeman  v.  Parsley 
Redpath,  see  Shephard  v.  Redpath 
Redshaw,  see  Pearson  v.  Miller 
Reed,  Henry,  the  account  of  Mr.  Henry 
Reed 

Rees,  see  Brayne  and  Rees 
Reeve  v.  Storks,  and  Reeve  v.  Storks 
Reeve  v.  Attorney-General,  the  account 
of  the  legacy  for  bettering  the  condition 
of  the  poor 

Reeve  v.  Attorney- General,  the  account 
of  the  legacy  for  the  encouragement  of 
female  servants 

Reeve,  Frances  Elizabeth,  of  Bath,  Widow 
Reeves  v.  Biggar 

Regent’s  Canal,  see  Hall  v.  Regent’s 
Canal 

Reid,  see  Kirkland  v.  Reid 
Reid,  Daniel,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  share  of  the  residuary  estate  of 
Daniel  Reid,  deceased,  bequeathed  by 
his  will  in  favour  of  Donald  Cameron 
Reid,  George,  see  Metropolitan  Railway 
Company 

Reily,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Richard  Reily,  deceased 
Rendezvous  Bay  Estate,  see  Westbrook  v. 
McKie 

Rennie,  Elizabeth,  see  Poole  v.  Fleming 
Revett,  see  Dines  v.  Champion 
Revoult,  see  Pollard  v.  Revoult 
Reynell,  see  Sherwin  v.  Reynell 
Reyner  v.  Reyner 

Reynolds,  see  Langham  v.  Reynolds 
Reynolds,  see  Vasey  v.  Reynolds 
Reynolds  v.  Lang,  the  plaintiffs  annuity 
account 

Reynolds  v.  Throsby 
Reynolds,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Reynolds, 
late  of  Lammas,  in  the  county  of  Nor¬ 
folk,  Farmer,  deceased,  in  favour  of 
Leonora  Allen,  and  her  children 
Reynolds,  Thomas  Vincent,  Esq.,  a  luna¬ 
tic,  the  creditors’  account 
Rhodes,  see  Tothill  v.  Rhodes 
Rhymney  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  the  Taff  Vale  Railway 
Company 

Ribeiro,  Joze  Maria,  &c.,  see  Mathew  v. 
Brown 

Rice,  see  Bartley  v.  Rice 


Rice  v.  Abraham 
Rice  v.  Griffith 

Rice,  John,  see  Wood  v.  Blackman 
Rich  v.  Whitfield,  Henry  Whitfield,  de¬ 
ceased 

Richards  v.  Morgan 
Richards  v.  Patteson 

Richards,  Edward  Priest,  see  Vale  of 
Neath  Railway 

Richards,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the  post 
nuptial  settlement  of  James  Richards 
and  Ann,  his  wife 

Richards,  John  Matthew,  see  Right  Hon¬ 
ourable  George  Talbot  Rice,  Baron 
Dynevor 

Richardson,  see  Young  v.  Richardson 
Richardson,  see  Downing  v.  Richardson 
Richardson,  see  Hardwick  v.  Richardson 
Richardson,  see  Perry  v.  Chalmers 
Richardson,  see  Warwick  v.  Richardson 
Richardson  v.  Hubbersty 
Richdale,  see  Orton  v.  Richdale 
Riches  v.  Dean,  the  account  of  the  family 
of  Frederick  Dean 

Richmond,  see  Rev.  Matthew  Chester 
Richmond,  see  Robinson  v.  Richmond 
Rickabe  v.  Garwood,  Esther  Pye’s  life 
estate 

Rickards,  Robert  Llillier,  and  Caroline, 
his  wife,  see  Llynvi  and  Ogmore  Rail¬ 
way 

Rickards,  see  Bettison  v.  Rickards 
Rickell,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Rickell,  late 
of  Warter,  in  the  county  of  York, 
Farmer,  deceased,  so  far  as  relates  to  a 
sum  of  £1,200  charged  upon  an  estate 
at  Meltonby,  in  the  county  of  York,  the 
account  of  James  Green,  a  lunatic,  not 
so  found  by  inquisition,  subject  to  duty 
Rickerby  v.  Chapman 
Ridding  v.  Collier,  and  Emery  v.  Collier 
Ridehalgh,  see  Raby  v.  Ridehalgh 
Ridge,  see  Nash  v.  Ridge 
Ridge,  see  Wake  v.  Ridge 
Ridge,  see  Sanwick  v.  Ridge 
Ridge  v.  Edwards 

Ridgeley,  Tabitha,  see  Neale  v.  Day 
Ridgway,  see  Boisselier  v.  Ridgway 
Ridgway,  Frances,  v.  Emma  Ridgway  and 
another 

Ridley,  Elizabeth  and  Richard,  see  Parn- 
ham,  William 

Rigby,  see  Hogson  v.  Rigby 
Rigby,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Mary  Rigby,  formerly  of 
Newton,  in  the  county  of  Lancaster, 
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Spinster,  deceased,  so  far  as  relates  to 
the  sum  of  ^67  9s.  the  share  of  Jane 
Gardner  therein 
Rigg,  see  Spencer  v.  Rigg 
Rigge,  see  Bowater  v.  Burdett 
Riley,  see  Hanman  v.  Riley 
Riley,  see  Madge  v.  Riley 
Rimner,  see  Freer  v.  Rimner 
Rivers,  William  Francis,  the  estate  of 
William  Francis  Rivers,  deceased,  and 
Fleet  v.  Weller 
Rivett  v.  Ravenscroft 
Rivington,  Mildred,  an  infant 
Roberts,  see  Conell  v.  Allen 
Roberts,  see  Amhurst  v.  Roberts 
Roberts,  see  Mostyn  v.  Roberts 
Roberts,  see  Strong  v.  Strong 
Roberts,  see  Tonkin  v.  Roberts 
Roberts,  see  Hobson  v.  Roberts 
Roberts,  re,  Cottrell  v.  Brain,  1 868,  R.,  58 
Roberts  v.  Ballard 

Roberts,  Edward  and  George,  see  Cooke 
v.  Maynard 

Roberts,  Margaret  More  Price,  the 
younger,  v.  Margaret  More  Price  Rob¬ 
erts,  the  elder 

Roberts,  Mary,  see  Lake  v.  Belk 
Roberts,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  Robert  Roberts,  Howell  v.  Roberts, 
1865,  R.,  127 

Roberts,  Sarah,  see  Frances  Folkard 
Robertson,  John,  see  All  Saints,  Poplar 
Robins,  see  Hadley  v.  Robins 
Robins,  see  Young  v.  Richardson 
Robinson,  see  Newby  v.  Robinson 
Robinson,  see  Ancona  v.  Robinson 
Robinson,  see  Garforth  v.  Robinson 
Robinson,  see  Green  v.  Robinson 
Robinson,  see  Soames  v.  Robinson 
Robinson  v.  Fletcher,  and  Robinson  and 
others  v.  Fletcher 

Robinson  v.  Longden,  in  Master  Holford’s 
office 

Robinson  v.  Richmond,  1863,  R.,  37 
Robinson,  Charles,  absent  beyond  seas 
Robinson,  Charles  Richard.  Elizabeth 
Lawrence,  and  William,  see  Sunderland 
Dock  Company 

Robinson,  John,  see  Richard  Tarrant 
Bury 

Robinson,  Margaret,  and  another  v. 
Joseph  Robinson  and  others,  the  rent 
account  of  the  infant  plaintiffs 
Robinson,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Mary  Robinson,  of 
New-castle-upon-Tyne,  Widow,  de 
ceased,  the  legacy  of  Phillis  Broomfield 


Robinson,  Mary,  see  North  Eastern  Rail¬ 
way 

Robinson,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Robinson, 
deceased,  the  share  of  the  residue 
bequeathed  by  the  said  will  to  Caroline 
Linsdell,  a  lunatic 
Robson,  see  Naylor  v.  Robson 
Robson,  see  Pearson  v.  Miller 
Roche,  see  Johnson  v.  Roche 
Roche,  Charles  A.,  see  Pattle,  Thomas 
Charles 

Roebuck,  see  Hounson  v.  Roebuck 
Roecliffe,  manor  of,  see  Copyhold  Com¬ 
missioners 
Roff  v.  Caffrey 
Roffey  v.  Greenhill 
Rogers,  see  Rose  v.  Rogers 
Rogers,  see  Blackshaw  v.  Rogers 
Rogers,  see  Jones  v.  Rogers 
Rogers  v.  Keen 

Rogers  v.  Mills,  the  account  of  Elizabeth 
Kingdon,  deceased,  Ann  Bond,  Nelme 
Rogers  Bond,  deceased,  and  William 
Bond 

Rogers  v.  Rogers,  William  Rogers,  and 
Mary  Shrieve,  the  legatee’s  account 
Rogers  v.  Whiskin,  the  leasehold  estate 
account,  subject  to  duty 
Rogers,  Elizabeth,  the  account  of  the 
representatives  of  Elizabeth  Rogers,  the 
unknown  parties  interested  in  the  pieces 
or  parcels  of  ground,  messuages,  or 
tenements,  hereditaments,  and  premises 
Rogerson,  see  the  Anglo-Danubian  Steam 
Navigation  and  Colliery  Company  Lim¬ 
ited  v.  Rogerson 
Rogerson,  see  Gaskell  v.  Holmes 
Rohde,  Samuel,  in  the  matter  of  trusts  of 
a  sum  of  Commercial  Road  Consolidat¬ 
ed  Stock,  standing  in  the  name  of 
Samuel  Rohde,  Esq.,  deceased,  and  of 
the  moneys  payable  thereon 
Rolleston,  Christopher,  ex  parte  the  pur¬ 
chasers  of  the  estates  devised  by  the 
will  of  Christopher  Rolleston,  Esq. 

Rolph  v.  Tidswell 

Ronalds,  Elizabeth  Lucy,  see  ex  parte  the 
Great  estern  Railway  Company 
Rose,  see  Dawkins  v.  Rose 
Rose,  see  Dodd  v.  Rose 
Rose,  see  Edes  v.  Rose 
Rose,  see  Lovegrove  v.  Davis 
Rose  v.  Cunynghame,  and  Cunynghame 
v.  Rose 

Rose  v.  Rogers 

Rose  and  another  v.  Rose  and  others,  the 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


9a 


account  of  the  testator  William  Ander¬ 
son’s  sister  Hannah’s  child  Thomas 
Burey,  of  Idle,  near  Bradford,  York¬ 
shire,  duty  paid 

Rose,  George  Ernest,  the  estate  of,  de¬ 
ceased,  Crosbie  v.  Rose 
Ross  v.  Franklin,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiff,  Mary  Wood,  deceased 
Ross,  Sarah,  see  Ann  Peppin 
Rosser,  see  Jones  v.  Rosser 
Rosslyn  v.  Kerrison,  1866,  M.,  41,  the 
account  of  the  executrix  of  said  Charles 
Henry  Maynard 

Rothamsted,  Manor  of,  see  Copyhold 
Commissioners 

Rothwell,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  James  Rothwell, 
late  of  Manchester,  in  the  county  of 
Lancashire,  Merchant,  deceased 
Round,  see  Harrison  v.  Round 
Routh,  see  Vere  v.  Routh 
Routledge,  see  Willis  v.  Routledge 
Rowe  v.  North 
Rowe  v.  Sharp 

Rowe  v.  Gill,  and  Rowe  v.  Allin,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  late  plaintiff,  William  More’s 
share  of  residue,  a  bankrupt,  and  his 
assignees 

Rowland  v.  Garnett 

Rowland  v.  Tawney,  and  Rowland  v. 
Taylor,  the  account  of  Mary  Lock  and 
her  children 

Rowlands,  see  Johnson  v.  Rowlands 
Rowlands,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  Ann  Rowland’s  residuary  share  un¬ 
der  the  will  of  Anselm  Brown,  of  James- 
st.,  Westminster,  26th  Feb.,  1817 
Rowlatt,  Richard,  see  Mary  Appleyard 
Rowles  v.  Rowles 

Rowley  v.  Adams,  the  account  of  Augus¬ 
tus  Orchard,  Caroline  Sophia  Liardet, 
Honor  Martin,  and  Emily  Oxley, 
Widow,  subject  to  the  claim  (if  any)  of 
the  representatives  of  Thomas  Orchard, 
deceased 

Rowley,  Benson,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  mortgage  security  made  by 
Benson  Rowley,  deceased,  dated  the 
28th  of  March,  1850 

Rowlls  v.  Thomas,  Timmis’  legacy  ac¬ 
count 

Rowse’s  trusts,  in  the  matter  of  Rowse’s 
trusts,  the  share  of  Rebecca  Bartlett,  de¬ 
ceased 

Roxby,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Roxby,  deceased,  con¬ 
cerning  the  share  of  Margaretta,  the 


wife  of  John  Samuel  Phene,  in  the  share 
of  residue  which  lapsed  on  the  death  of 
Mary  Elizabeth  Crosthwaite 
Royal  Exchange  Assurance  Company  v. 
Morrice 

Rudd  v.  Aislabie,  the  account  of  the 
legacies  appointed  to  John  Aislabie 
Rugg  v.  Farmer 
Ruffley  v.  Hall 

Rumford,  see  Richard  C.  Smith 
Rumney,  see  Sawrey  v.  Rumney  . 
Rumsey,  see  Perry  v.  Rumsey 
Rumsey  v.  Perry,  the  account  of  the  real 
and  personal  estate  of  William  Perry 
Runnington,  see  Bowen  v.  Runnington 
Rusbridger,  see  Dickinson  v.  Rusbridger 
Rushbrooke  v.  Patrick 
Russell,  see  Cormack  v.  Russell 
Russell,  see  Maltby  v.  Russell 
Russell,  see  Peckv.  Beechey 
Russell  v.  Thurston 
Russell,  Fanny,  see  Henry  Beaumont 
Russell,  William,  see  Severn  Valley  Rail¬ 
way 

Rust,  Anna  Maria  and  Thomas,  see 
Cholerton  v.  Heming 
Ryde,  town  of,  ex  parte  the  Commissioners 
for  improving  the  town  of  Ryde,  in  the 
Isle  of  Wight,  the  account  of  Sarah  Ann 
Dennis,  Widow 
Ryland,  see  Bennett  v.  Powell 
Sabine  and  others  v.  Butler  and  others 
Sadler,  see  Brereton  v.  Sadler 
Sadler  v.  Halse 
Sadler  v.  Insall 

Sadler  v.  Maugham,  1866,  S.,  35,  the 
account  of  Emily  Sadler,  Spinster,  free 
of  legacy  duty 
Sagar,  see  Cowling  v.  Sagar 
St.  Aubyn,  see  Prideaux  v.  St.  Aubyn 
St.  Aubyn  v.  Humphreys,  the  personal 
estate  of  the  settlor  Edmund  Francis 
St.  Aubyn 

Saint  Giles-without-Cripplegate,  see  Metro¬ 
politan  Railway  Company 
St.  Helens,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  Bank  for  Savings,  lately  carrying  on 
business  at  St.  Helens,  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster 

St.  John,  Lord,  v.  Boughton,  the  legacy 
account 

St.  John,  Lady,  see  Trefusis  v.  Lady 
St.  John 

Saint  Katherine  Dock  Company,  ex  parte 
the 

Saint  Katherine  Docks,  the  Company  of 
Proprietors  of  the  Saint  Katherine 
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Docks,  in  the  city  of  London,  v. 
Mantzgue 

St.  Leger,  Daniel  and  Jane,  see  Sarah 
Hawet 

St.  Leger,  Jane,  see  Radcliffe  v.  King 
Saint  Luke,  Old-street,  see  Metropolitan 
Railway  Company 

-St.  Margaret  ex  parte  the  committee  ap¬ 
pointed  for  the  parishes  of  St.  Margaret 
and  St.  John  the  Evangelist,  Westmin¬ 
ster,  under  or  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  of  the  eleventh  year  of  the 
reign  of  His  late  Majesty  King  George 
the  Third,  intituled  an  Act  to  amend 
and  render  more  effectual  several  Acts 
made  relating  to  paving,  cleansing  and 
lighting  the  squares,  streets,  and  lanes 
and  other  places  within  the  city  and  lib¬ 
erty  of  Westminster,  and  parts  adjacent, 
and  Simon  Stephenson,  of  Great  Queen 
street,  Westminster,  Gentleman 
Saint  Mary  Magdalen,  in  the  parish  of 
Harworth,  see  Great  Northern  Railway 
Saint  Mary,  Newington,  see  London 
School  Board 

St.  Mary,  Redcliffe,  Bristol,  see  Bristol 
Sanitary  Authority 

St.  Quintin  v.  St.  Quintin,  the  account  of 
Joseph  Dunn 

Salmon  v.  Osborn,  Colmer  v.  Osborn,  and 
Barringer  v.  Osborn,  the  account  of  the 
personal  representative  of  Amelia 
Grove,  the  annuitant,  deceased 
Salter,  see  Wesson’s  estate 
Salter,  Sarah,  see  Johnson  v.  Rowlands 
Salvages,  touching  certain 
Salwey,  see  Poyser  v.  Salwey 
Samuda,  see  Wright  v.  Samuda 
Samuel,  see  Marshall  v.  Samuel 
Samuel,  see  Newton  v.  Samuel 
Sandars,  Frances,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Frances  Sandars,  of  Ows- 
ton,  in  the  county  of  Lincoln,  Spinster, 
deceased,  so  far  as  regards  the  sum  of 
1,000  thereby  bequeathed  to  the  Soci¬ 
ety  called  the  Incorporated  Society  for 
Building  Churches  and  Chapels 
Sanders,  see  re  Young 
Sanders,  see  Castle  v.  Sanders 
Sanders,  Jane,  see  Down  v.  Worrall 
Sanderson,  see  Sherwood  v.  Sanderson 
Sanderson,  see  Nelson  v.  Sanderson 
Sanderson,  Elizabeth  Parker,  see  Verney 
v.  Webster 

Sandford,  see  Brown  v.  Sandford 
Sandford,  see  Vernon  v.  Sandford 
Sandford,  see  Wright  v.  Sandford 


Sandiford,  Ann,  see  Hardwick  v.  Richard¬ 
son 

Sanford  v.  Wright,  Ann  Thompson,  the 
annuitant’s  account 

Sanford  v.  Wright,  the  account  of  the  in¬ 
fant,  Thomas  Porter  Baxter,  the  only 
child  of  Elizabeth  Baxter 
Sanford,  George,  see  Somerset  and  Dorset 
Railway  Company 
Sarel,  see  Wallis  v.  Sarel 
Sargants,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
late  Thomas  Sargants’  trust  account 
Saunders  v.  Goulty,  the  testatrix,  Eliza¬ 
beth  Goff’s  tomb  repairs  account 
Saunders  v.  Goulty,  the  five  hundred 
pounds  charitable  legacy,  the  student’s 
account 

Saunders  v.  Goulty,  the  five  hundred 
pounds  charitable  legacy,  the  poor  mem¬ 
bers  account 
Saunders  v.  Norman 

Saunders  v.  Marten,  Ann,  the  wife  of  John 
Browne,  his  account 

Saunders  v.  Parry,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  James  Ed\yin  Powell 
Saunderson  v.  Dickons 
Savery  v.  Williams 
Savill,  see  Walker’s  Estate 
Sawrey  v.  Rumney,  the  account  of  John 
Lowdon,  an  infant,  subject  to  duty 
Saxelby,  Thomas,  see  Midland  Railway 
Saxton,  see  Parkhurst  v.  Saxton 
Sayce,  Charles  Henry,  see  De  la  Hooke 
and  Hill 

Sayer  v.  Sayer,  the  legatee’s  account 
Sayle,  see  Parker  v.  Sayle 
Sayner,  see  Braithwaite  v.  Sayner 
Scanlan,  James  Donald,  an  infant 
Scarborough,  Earl  of,  see  Clarkson  v. 
Earl  of  Scarborough 

Scarborough,  Earl  of,  see  Sharp  v.  Earl  of 
Scarborough 

Scarratt,  Fanny,  see  Thomas  Burrows 
Scarratt  v.  Hume 

Schneider,  see  Watkins  v.  Schneider 
Schofield,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Robert  Schofield, 
deceased,  as  far  as  they  relate  to  Mar¬ 
tha  Lees  and  her  children 
Scholefield,  see  Strother  v.  Dutton 
Schutz,  see  Harding  v.  Schutz 
Schutz,  see  Hawkins  v.  Schutz 
Schutz  v.  Earl  Winterton,  in  Master 
Thomson’s  office 
Scoffold,  see  White  v.  Scoffold 
Scorey  v.  Thomson,  and  Scorey  v.  Thom¬ 
son,  the  account  of  the  Cape  assets 
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Scotchburn,  see  Matteson  v.  Scotchburn 
Scotswood  Bridge  Company,  ex  parte  the 
Scott,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Scott 
Scott,  see  Bower  v.  Scott 
Scott,  see  Brewin  v.  Austin 
Scott,  see  Wietlisbach  v.  Scott 
Scott,  see  Wotton  v.  Brydges 
Scott  v.  Freeman,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  Richard  Reginald  Scott,  deceased 
Scott  v.  Harwood,  the  account  of  the  real 
estate 

Scott  v.  Sewell,  the  accumulated  fund 
Scott  v.  Scott,  in  Master  Graves’  office 
Scott  v.  Spashett,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Scott,  Septimus  Richard,  see  Brandon  v. 
Brandon 

Scottney,  see  Storey  v.  Scottney 
Scriven,  George,  see  Northampton  and 
Banbury  Railway 
Scruton  v.  Middleton 
Scudamore,  see  Wrentmore  v.  Scudamore 
Scurlock,  John,  see  Prosser  v.  Scurlock 
Seabrook,  see  Linnett  v.  Butterfield 
Seagram,  see  Henvill  v.  Whitaker 
Seaman  v.  Rackham 

Seaman,  Georgina  Spencer,  see  Greene  v. 
Norton 

Searle  v.  Lethieullier,  in  Master  Burroughs’ 
office 

Searle,  Catherine,  see  McAdam  v.  Kilby 
Searle,  Edward,  see  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Seeker,  see  Waldo  v.  Seeker 
Seeker,  Mary,  see  Tuffnell  v.  Stoe 
Sedgwick,  see  White 

Seeman,  Elizabeth  Julia,  see  Elizabeth 
Anderson 

Selby,  see  Guthrie  v.  Selby 
Selby,  see  Thomas  v.  Selby 
Selby  v.  Attorney- General,  1865,  S.,  216, 
the  account  of  the  legal  personal  repre¬ 
sentative  of  Sarah,  the  wife  of  James 
Bevan,  subject  to  duty 
Selby  v.  Selby 

Selby,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
*  of  the  will  of  William  Selby,  Esq., 
deceased,  affecting  the  one-ninth  share 
of  John  Anstice,  deceased,  in  the  one- 
fourth  share  of  his  mother,  Mary  An¬ 
stice,  deceased,  of  and  in  the  residue  of 
the  estate  of  her  father,  the  said  William 
Selby,  deceased 

Selwin,  see  Parkhurst  v.  Selwin 
Seney  v.  Allen,  the  interest  account 
Senior,  see  Meredith  v.  Senior 
Sepppings,  John  Milligan,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  settlement  made  on  the 
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marriage  of  John  Milligen  Seppings  and 
Ann  Marshall  Lockyer,  so  far  as  the 
same  relates  to  one-eleventh  of  the  fund 
subject  to  the  trusts  thereof,  the  account 
of  the  one-eleventh  share  of  the  children 
of  Edmund  Henry  Seppings 
Sermon,  see  Snape  v.  Sermon 
Serra,  see  Levy  v.  Serra 
Severn  Valley  Railway,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  William  Russell 
Severne,  see  Hall  v.  Severne 
Severs,  see  Nolder  v.  Severs 
Sevier,  John  Ford,  the  account  of  John 
Ford  Sevier,  Nathaniel  Stonard,  James 
Holland,  Henry  Owen  Hall,  claiming 
to  be  interested  in  two-sixteenth  parts 
of  and  in  all  that  piece  or  parcel  of 
ground  and  th  meeting  house  or  chapel 
and  dwelling  house  thereupon  erected, 
situate,  and  being  in  Meetinghouse- 
court,  Miles’-lane,  in  the  city  of  London 
Sewell,  see  Scott  v.  Sewell 
Sewell,  see  Warwick  v.  Richardson 
Sewell  v.  Crosweller 

Seymour,  see  Emma  Jane  Hawker’s  estate 
Seymour,  see  Bierdermann  v.  Seymour 
Seymour,  Elizabeth,  see  S.  White,  &c.,  v. 

B. 'White,  &c. 

Shand,  see  Jarvis  v.  Shand 
Shanks,  Fitzroy,  see  Mary  Ann  Castle 
Sharp,  see  Blakelock  v.  Sharp 
Sharp,  see  Purdue  v.  Sharp 
Sharp,  see  Rowe  v.  Sharp 
Sharp  v.  Earl  of  Scarborough,  an  account 
of  real  assets 

Sharpe,  see  Butler  v.  Sharpe 
Sharpe  v.  Bracher,  and  Sharpe  v.  Trout- 
beck 

Sharpies  v.  Sharpies,  the  account  of  Mary 
Sharpies  and  other  infants 
Shaw,  see  Essex  v.  Clement 
Shaw,  see  Hobbs  v.  Parsons 
Shaw  v.  Shaw 

Shaw’s  Union  Air  Engine  Company  v. 
Levinstein,  1869,  S.,  193,  security  for 
costs  of  the  defendant  Hugo  Leven- 
stein’s  account 

Shawe  v.  Kinchant,  1870,  S.,  6,  the  pro- 
»  ceeds  of  Job  Henry  Kinchant’ s,  the  tes¬ 
tator’s  real  estate,  subject  to  succession 
duty 

Sheafe,  see  Sheppard  v.  Sheafe 
Shearman,  see  Newsome  v.  Shearman 
Shearwood,  see  Hobson  v.  Shearwood 
Sheffield,  see  Curtis  v.  Sheffield 
Sheffield,  Ashton-under-Lyne,  and  Man¬ 
chester  Railway  Company  ex  parte  the 
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Shefford,  see  Trickey  v.  Shefford 
Sheldon,  see  DuHourmelin  v.  Sheldon 
Shellaber  v.  Maud 

Shelley  v.  Lloyd,  the  account  of  the  rents 
and  profits  of  Tynygraig  tenement 
Shelton,  see  Raymond  v.  Shelton 
Shelton  v.  Kidman,  1871,  S.,  141,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  infant  plaintiff,  William 
Thomas  Kidman,  and  Marian  Kidman, 
Elizabeth  Kidman,  and  Isabel  Edith 
Kidman,  the  infant  children  of  Mary 
Ann  Shelton,  formerly  Mary  Ann  Kid¬ 
man,  deceased,  subject  to  duty 
Shephard  v.  Redpath 
Shepherd  v.  Houghton,  the  unpaid  legacy 
account 

Shepherd  v.  Mossop,  1872,  S  ,  272,  the 
account  of  the  specific  legacy  of  furni¬ 
ture  of  the  infant  plaintiffs,  Frances 
Shepherd,  Eleanor  Shepherd,  and  Han¬ 
nah  Shepherd 

Shepherd,  Jane  Isabella,  an  infant 
Sheppard,  see  Paton  v.  Sheppard 
Sheppard  v.  Sheafe,  Ann  Higginson’s  ac¬ 
count,  in  Master  Lane’s  office 
Sherratt  v.  Ingmire 
Sherratt,  Frances  Maria,  a  lunatic 
Sherring,  see  Brodribb  v.  Sherring 
Sherwin  v.  Reynell 
Sherwin  v.  Cheslyn 
Sherwood  v.  Sanderson 
Shew,  see  Edwards  v.  Shew 
Shewed,  Ellen,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  settlement  executed  on  the  mar¬ 
riage  of  Ellen  Shewed  and  Charles 
Bladen  Carruthers 
Shewen,  see  Hawkins  v.  Shewen 
Shillings,  see  Hubert  v.  Shillings 
Shipbrooke,  Earl  of,  v.  Lord  Viscount  Hin- 
chinbroke 

Shipley,  see  Kishere  v.  Fitzgerald 
Shipp,  see  Richard  Nurse 
Shirley  v.  Earl  Ferrers,  and  Earl  Ferrers 
v.  Ward,  in  Master  Holford’s  office 
Shirriff,  see  Willoby 
Shore,  see  Humble  v.  Shore 
Shore  v.  Lee 

Shore,  Lydia,  see  Humble  v.  Shore 
Shore,  Alice,  see  Court  v.  Jeffery 
Short,  Jane,  see  Elizabeth  Stacey 
Shotter,  Gawen,  see  Annie  Drummond 
Showier,  see  Briggs  v.  Wilson 
Shrapnell,  Henry  Squires,  see  Leith  v. 
Mant 

Shreeve  v.  Shreeve 

Shrewsbury  and  Birmingham  Railway,  see 
Bird  v.  Breese 


Shrewsbury  and  Birmingham  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of 
the  Shrewsbury  and  Birmingham  Rail¬ 
way  Act,  1846 

Shrewsbury  and  Hereford  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of 
Charles  Price,  Gentleman 
Shrieve,  Mary,  see  Rogers  v.  Rogers 
Shropshire  Union  Railways  and  Canal 
Company,  ex  parte  the  Forton  School 
Fund 

Shuck,  see  Waldron  v.  Boulter 
Shuckburgh,  Mary  A.,  see  re  Nicholett 
Shuthonger  Common,  see  Tewkesbury  and 
Malvern  Railway  Company 
Shuttleworth  v.  Greaves 
Shuttleworth  v.  Howarth,  the  account  of 
the  descendants  of  John  Kay 
Sibery,  Edward,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Edward  Sibery,  deceased, 
so  far  as  the  same  relate  to  the  share  of 
the  children  of  the  said  testator’s 
daughter  Harriot  Bates 
Sibley,  see  Robert  Owen 
Sidden  v.  Forster,  and  Sidden  v.  Lediard, 
the  account  of  the  creditors  of  Robert 
Woolley 

Sidebotham,  see  Stockport  and  Woodley 
Railway 

Silk  v.  Dimsdale,  the  account  of  the  un¬ 
satisfied  creditors  of  Christopher  Thomp¬ 
son 

Silk,  Ann,  an  infant  legatee 
Silk,  Clare,  an  infant  legatee 
Sill  v.  Boden 
Silver  v.  Silver 

Silvester,  see  Steedman  v.  Silvester 
Simmonds,  see  Stiff  v.  Simmonds 
Simms,  see  Turner  v.  Simms 
Simpkin  v.  Waldram,  1866,  S.,  236 
Simpson,  see  Citizens’  Bank  of  Louisiana 
v.  Simpson 

Simpson  v.  Allison,  the  account  of  the 
children  of  Joseph  Barker 
Simpson  v.  Gutteridge,  the  life  account  of 
the  plaintiff  James  Simpson 
Simpson,  Mary  Ann,  see  Prince  v.  Coopef 
Simpson,  Palgrave,  see  Tarbuck  v.  Tar- 
buck 

Simpson,  Palgrave,  see  Tarbuck  v.  Green- 
all 

Sinclair,  Lord,  v.  Ballantyne 
Sirhowy  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  Mary  Thomas 
Sirhowy  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  Edmund  Davies  Williams 
Sises,  Ann,  see  Caudery’s  estate 
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Skato,  see  Keane  v.  Skato 
Skeen,  see  Mumford  v,  Penneykid 
Skeffington  v.  Mercer 
Skelhorn  v.  Pearson,  the  account  of  Sarah 
Abraham,  the  annuitant 
Skelton  v.  Ealand,  1868,  S.,  273 
Skelton,  see  Hughes  v.  Skelton 
Skey,  Robert  Samuel,  see  Burton  v.  Tay¬ 
lor 

Skillman  v.  Lade 

Skinner,  see  Humphrey  v.  Davidson 
Skinner  v.  Hole 
Skinner,  see  Swann 
Skipworth,  see  Irby  v.  Irby 
Skipworth,  see  Westfield  v.  Skipworth 
Skirrow’s  (Charity),  Miss  Elizabeth,  see 
Attorney-General  v.  Jortin 
Slade,  see  French  v.  Slade 
Slade  v.  Webb,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
scended  estates 

Slade,  Elizabeth,  wife  of  Samuel,  see  Wal¬ 
ler  v.  Eastleak 
Slark,  see  Smith  v.  Slark 
*Slatford,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Slatford,  deceased,  so 
far  as  relates  to  the  produce  of  sale  of 
Stafford  Villa 

Sleigh,  see  Farmer  v.  Sleigh 
Sleman  v.  Hamlyn 

Sloane  v.  Lord  Hawke,  the  account  of  the 
real  estates 

Small  v.  Lucas,  the  life  account  of  the 
plaintiff  Margaret  Doughty 
Smallshaw,  Ellen,  see  Gaskell  v.  Holmes 
Smallwood,  see  Amson  v.  Harris 
Smart,  see  Merry  v.  Smart 
Smart,  see  Killick  v.  Smart 
Smart  v.  Bradley,  the  account  of  Ann 
Wilmot,  Widow,  deceased 
Smee_  v.  Aldis,  and  Smee  v.  Aldis,  the 
plaintiff  s  indemnity  account  against 
liability  under  the  leases  held  by  the 
testator 

Smith,  see  Attorney-General  at  the  rela¬ 
tion  of  the  Rev.  Thomas  Lancaster  and 
others  v.  Smith  and  others 
Smith,  see  Ball  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Barry  v.  Barrett 
Smith,  see  Bettison  v.  Rickar.ds 
Smith,  see  Chandless  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Cook  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Downes  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Gaskell  v.  Holmes 
Smith,  see  Gordon  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Jackson  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  James  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Jefferys  v.  Smith 


Smith,  see  John  v.  Smith,  1863,  J.,  10 
Smith,  see  Lidbetter  v.  Smith  " 

Smith,  see  Litchfield  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Lovegrove  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Low  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Masefield  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Miller  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Patten  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Peche  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Spire  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Spode  v.  Smith 
Smith,  see  Lord  John  Townshend  v.  Mar¬ 
quis  Townshend 
Smith,  see  Watt  v.  Wood 
Smith  v.  Beckett,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  residue  bequeathed  to  Elizabeth,  the 
wife  of  Frederick  Midleton 
Smith  v.  Dunnicliff,  1866,  S.,  322 
Smith  v.  Hatch 
Smith  v.  Horsfall 

Smith  v.  Parkins,  1863,  S,  219,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  legacy  of  ^Ci,ooo  by  the 
will  of  Elizabeth  Wordsworth,  be¬ 
queathed  to  the  executors  of  the  testa¬ 
tor,  John  Wordsworth 
Smith  v.  Raven,  1869,  S.,  114 
Smith  v.  Slark 

Smith  v.  Smith,  1869,  S.,  14 
Smith  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  Henry 
Smith,  deceased 

Smith  v.  Smith,  Thomas  Smith’s  account 
Smith  v.  Smith,  and  Smith  v.  Smith,  the 
stock  account 
Smith  v.  Vaux 

Smith  v.  Veasey,  and  Smith  v.  Blencowe 
Smith  v.  Walthew 

Smith,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Ann  Smith,  Spinster,  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  next-of-kin  of  the  said 
Ann  Smith,  as  to  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  her  leasehold  dwelling  house 
Smith,  Ann,  see  John  Booth 
Smith,  Ann,  of  New  Orleans,  see  Gratton 
v.  Pyne 

Smith,  Benjamin,  see  Blackburn  and  Ad- 
dingham  Road  Trust 

Smith,  Elizabeth,  of  New  Orleans,  see 
Gratton  v.  Pyne 

Smith,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the  trust 
of  the  shares  of  Elizabeth  Smith,  form¬ 
erly  Elizabeth  Clayton,  Spinster,  and  of 
James  Currie  Wood,  in  right  of  Mary, 
his  wife,  formerly  Mary  Clayton,  Spin¬ 
ster,  now  deceased,  of  and  in  the  trust 
moneys  subject  to  Clayton’s  trusts 
Smith,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  and  codicils  of  Elizabeth 
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Smith,  the  shares  of  residue  bequeathed 
in  trust  for  Elizabeth  Stacey,  and  Mary 
Anne  Paine 

Smith,  Elizabeth  Sarah,  see  WilliamCollins 
Smith,  Henry,  see  Storey  v.  Scottney 
Smith,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  deed  of  declaration  of  trust  dated 
the  30th  of  June,  1852,  concerning  a 
sum  of  ^3,191  10s.  ^£3  5s.  per  cent. 
Annuities,  to  which  under  the  will  of 
James  Smith,  of  Port  Louis,  in  Mauritius 
Jeanne  Eleanor  Auclere  Smith  and 
others  were  entitled 
Smith,  John,  see  Walker  v.  Smith 
Smith,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  distributive  share  of  the  children 
of  John  Smith,  in  the  personal  estate  of 
Jeremiah  Smith,  deceased 
Smith,  John  Walker,  otherwise  Brain,  see 
Thomas  Brain 

Smith,  Richard,  see  George  Hill 
Smith,  Richard  Carter,  re,  Dyte  v.  Rum- 
ford,  1869,  S.,  244 

Smith,  Richard  and  others  v.  Thomas 
Smith  and  others,  George  Smith,  de 
ceased,  son  of  the  testator’s  brother, 
William  Smith,  deceased 
Smith,  Sarah,  see  Knott  v.  Cottee 
Smith,  Sarah  Ann,  see  Elizabeth  Bayes 
Smith,  Thomas,  see  London  Dock  Com¬ 
pany 

Smith,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Smith,  of  Guis- 
borough,  deceased,  the  produce  of  the 
sale  of  the  real  estate 
Smith,  William,  see  South  Staffordshire 
Railway  Company 

Smith,  William  Crosby,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  shares  of  William  Crosby 
Smith,  in  the  New  Zealand  Company 
Smither’s  trust,  in  the  matter  of 
Smither,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trust  estate  of  Elizabeth  Smither,  de¬ 
ceased 

Smithson  v.  Heygate 

Smyth,  Sir  Thomas,  ex  parte  the  purchaser 
or  purchasers  of  the  settled  estates  of 
Sir  Thomas  Smyth,  Baronet 
Snaith,  see  Brooks  v.  Snaith 
Snape  v.  Sermon 
Snell  v.  Chauncy 
Snelson,  see  Blackshaw  v.  Rogers 
Snow,  see  Stanley  v.  Snow 
Snowdon,  Joshua,  see  Williams  v.  Pearn 
Soady,  see  Prole  v.  Soady 
Soame,  see  Owen  v.  Soame 
Soame,  v.  Owen,  in  Master  Pepy’s  office 


Soames  v.  Robinson,  account  of  equitable 
assets 

Society  for  Propagating  the  Gospel  in  For¬ 
eign  Parts,  see  Middleton  v.  Spicer 
Solicitor  General,  see  Attorney  General  v. 
Solicitor-General 

Solicitor-General  v.  Cooks  Winford 
Somerfield,  William  Titus,  see  South  Staf¬ 
fordshire  Railway  Company 
Somers,  Hannah  and  William,  see  Free¬ 
man  v.  Parsley 

Somerset  and  Dorset  Railway  Company, 
ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  George 
Sanford,  late  of  Fifehead  Magdalen,  in 
the  county  of  Dorset,  Yeoman,  but  now 
absent  from  the  United  Kingdom,  for 
the  purchase  of  lands  at  St.  Pitcombe, 
in  the  county  of  Somerset 
Sorby,  Edward  Bishop,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  residuary  personal 
estate  of  Edward  Bishop  Sorby,  de¬ 
ceased,  the  account  of  Amelia  Hissey’s 
third  share 

Southampton  Local  Board,  ex  parte  the 
Local  Board  of  Health  for  the  borough 
of  Southampton,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Public  Health  Act,  1848,  and  the  Public 
Health  Supplemental  Act,  1850  (No.  3) 
South  Devon  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the 

South  Devon  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  Irving  Clark,  the 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty’s  Woods, 
Forests,  Land  Revenues,  Works,  and 
Buildings,  Her  Majesty’s  Attorney- 
General,  and  the  Embankment  Com¬ 
pany,  the  parties  interested  in  certain 
lands,  situate  near  to  the  borough  of 
Plymouth,  in  the  county  of  Devon 
South  Devon  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  the  persons  entitled 
under  the  settlement  of  the  Reverend 
Thomas  Fry 

South-Eastern  Railway  Company,  see 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway  Company 

S^uth-Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
South-Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  Thomas  Grant 
South-Eastern  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  the  Mayor  and  Com¬ 
monalty  and  Citizens  of  the  city  of  Lon¬ 
don,  Trustees  of  the  Bridge  House 
Estate 

South-Eastern  Railway,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  William  Pye,  executor  of  the 
late  Western  Wood 
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Southern  v.  Harris,  the  share  of  John 
Jones  in  the  legacy  of  ^£200,  bequeathed 
after  the  decease  of  Ann  Howells  to  her 
children 

South  Staffordshire  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  Henry  Stanley, 
John  Freeth,  John  Burton,  William 
James,  John  Woodward  Newman,  Will¬ 
iam  Smith,  Henry  Brace,  Edward  Elijah 
Stanley,  William  Titus  Somerfield, 
trustees 

South  Wales  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  South  Wales 
Railway  Amendment  Act,  1847,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Frances  Davies,  Widow,  her 
child  or  children 

South  Wales  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  Wi  liam  Child  Webb 
South  Wales  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  South  Wales 
Railway  Act,  1852,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  John  Macdonald,  deceased,  the 
account  of  John  Thomas 
Southwell,  see  Ellis  v.  Nicholas 
South-Western,  &c.,  Railway  Company, 
see  Windsor,  Staines,  &c.,  Railway 
Company 

Southwood,  see  Gurney  v.  Cosway 
South  Yorkshire  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the  South  Yorkshire  Railway  and 
River  Dun  Company,  in  the  matter  of  the 
South  Yorkshire,  Doncaster,  and  Goole 
Railway  Act,  1847,  and  the  South 
Yorkshire  Railway  and  River  Dun  Act, 
i85° 

Sowden,  see  Gurney  v.  Cosway 
Sowray,  see  Lingen  v.  Sowray 
Sowton,  see  Lyne  v.  Thompson 
Sparding,  see  Maniere  v.  Sparding 
Sparrow  v.  Turton 

Sparrow,  Lady  Olivier  Bernard,  see  East¬ 
ern  Counties,  &c. ,  Railway  Company 
Spashett,  see  Scott  v.  Spashett 
Speakman  v.  Gould 
Specke,  see  Brown  v.  Sandford 
Speed,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Speed 
Speer,  Eliza  Katherine,  a  minor 
Speer,  Helen,  an  infant 
Spencer,  see  Middleton  v.  Giles 
Spencer,  see  Pethebridge  v.  Spencer 
Spencer,  see  Phillips  v.  Spencer 
Spencer,  see  Pidgeon  v.  Spencer 
Spencer  v.  Gilpin,  the  account  of  John 
Simpson  Spencer 
Spencer  v.  Murray 
Spencer  v.  Rigg 

Spencer  v.  Rigg,  the  account  of  the  pro¬ 


ceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  one-eighth  share 
of  the  testator’s  residuary  real  estate  by 
his  will  devised  to  the  children  of  his 
sister,  Rebecca  Heap 
Spencer,  Isaac,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  an  indenture  of  settlement  bearing 
date  the  15th  day  of  May,  1854,  made 
on  the  marriage  of  the  Rev.  Isaac  Spen¬ 
cer  and  Harriet,  his  wife,  deceased 
Spencer,  William,  see  London,  Mayor  of 
Spicer,  see  Baldwin  v.  Taylor 
Spicer,  see  Middleton  v.  Spicer 
Spicer,  see  Tootal  v.  Spicer 
Spicer  v.  James 

Spilsbury,  Susannah,  see  East  Kent  Rail¬ 
way  Company 
Spire  v.  Smith 
Spires  v.  Fisher 

Spires  v.  Spires,  the  account  of  the  shares 
of  the  parties  found  by  the  Master’s  re¬ 
port  not  parties  to  these  causes 
Spires  v.  Spires,  the  account  of  the  tenant 
in  tail  of  Robert  Thatcher,  deceased 
Spires  v.  Spires,  the  account  of  the  tenant 
in  tail  immediately  succeeding  Robert 
Thatcher,  deceased 

Spode  v.  Smith,  Jones  v.  Smith,  Carter  v. 

Smith,  and  Carter  v.  Bond 
Spofforth  v.  Stovin,  the  account  of  unsat¬ 
isfied  legacies 
Spooner  v.  Tovey 
Sprigg,  see  Thompson  v.  Sprigg 
Spurred  v.  Hulse 
Squire,  see  Finch  v.  Squire 
Stacey,  Elizabeth,  see  Elizabeth  Smith 
Stacey,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  share  of  Elizabeth  Stacey, 
deceased,  under  the  will  of  Jane  Short, 
the  account  of  John  Collins,  otherwise 
Stacey 

Stacey,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  share  of  Elizabeth  Stacey, 
deceased,  under  the  will  of  Jane  Short, 
the  account  of  Mary  Susannah  London, 
the  wife  of  Thomas  London 
Staff,  see  Stockham  v.  Staff 
Stagg  v.  Hendy,  in  Master  Spicer’s  office 
Staines  v.  Gifford,  the  life  interest  account 
of  the  plaintiff,  William  Staines  the  elder 
Stainforth,  Amy  Susannah,  see  Martin 
Goddard 

Stainton,  John,  Nathaniel,  and  Thomas, 
see  Great  Northern  Railway  Company 
Stalker,  Jean  and  John,  see  Elliott  v. 
Halmarack 

Stanfield,  see  Hawkins  v.  Stanfield 
Stanger,  see  Fabling  v.  Stanger 
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Stanley,  see  Barry  v.  Barrett 
Stanley,  see  Harvey  v.  Stanley 
Stanley  v.  Hitchon 
Stanley  v.  Snow 

Stanley,  Edward  Elijah,  and  Henry,  see 
South  Staffordshire  Railway  Company 
Stanley,  Thomas  Tassell,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Tassell 
Stanley,  deceased,  the  representatives 
of  Francis  Wilks,  deceased 
Stapley  v.  Browne,  the  account  of  the 
defendant,  Mary  Barbara  Bridget 
Browne,  a  person  of  unsound  mind, 
and  the  persons  beneficially  entitled 
under  the  will  of  the  testator,  the 
Reverend  William  Frederick  Browne 
Staples  v.  Sumner 

Stapley,  John  B.,  see  Osborne  v.  Freeman 
Stares,  Frances,  see  Elizabeth  Farr 
State  Fire  Insurance  Company,  in  the 
matter  of  the,  the  account  of  unclaimed 
dividends 

Statham  v.  Storer,  the  real  estate  account 
Statter  v.  Jackson,  Statter  v.  Attorney- 
General,  and  Statter  v.  Jackson,  the 
accountof  Thomas  Howardthe  younger, 
an  insolvent  debtor 

Statter  v.  Jackson,  Statter  v.  Attorney- 
General,  and  Statter  v.  Jackson,  the 
account  of  Peter  Howard 
Staveley,  Thomas  Kitchingman,  see  Brad¬ 
ford  Corporation  Water  Works 
Steedman  v.  Haynes 

Steedman  v.  Silvester,  1864,  S.,  244,  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s 
real  estate 

Steel,  see  Young  v.  Steel 
Steele,  see  Timmis  v.  Steele 
Steele  v.  Steele 
Steer,  see  Free  v.  Steer 
Stein,  see  Jameson  v.  Stein 
Stenhouse  v.  Mitchell,  the  infant’s  general 
interest  account 
Stennett,  see  Mann  v.  Stennett 
Stephens,  see  Bellamy  v.  Stephens 
Stephens,  see  Palmer  v.  Stephens 
Stephens  v.  Dixon,  in  Master  John  Ben¬ 
nett’s  office 
Stephens  v.  Lawry 

Stephenson  v.  Heathcote,  and  Heathcote 
v.  Stephenson,  in  Master  Graves’  office 
Stephenson,  Simon,  see  St.  Margaret,  &c. 
Stepney,  see  Cholmondeley  v.  Stepney 
Stepney,  see  Burry  Port,  &c.,  Railway 
Company 

Stevens,  see  Forbes  v.  Stevens 
Stevens,  see  Jefferys  v.  Smith 


Stevens,  see  Letch  v.  Stevens 
Stevens  v.  Pointer 

Stevens  v.  Stevens,  the  account  of  the 
issue,  if  any,  of  Elizabeth  Thorn 
Stevenson,  see  Pringle  v.  Stevenson 
Stevenson,  John,  see  Doody  v.  Higgins 
Steward,  see  Long  v.  Steward 
Stewart,  see  Brealey  v.  Stuart 
Stewart,  see  Patterson  v.  Stewart 
Stewart  v.  Bullock 
Stiff  v.  Simmonds 
'  Stiles,  see  Gibson  v.  Stiles 
Stiles,  see  Wharton  v.  Denton 
Stiles  v.  Guy 

Stiles,  Jane,  and  John,  see  Honor  Kenn 
Still  v.  Hoste 

Stillwell,  see  Gover  v.  Stillwell 
Stivens,  see  Morgan  v.  Stivens 
Stock  v.  Greenaway 

Stockall  v.  Park,  1867,  S.,  125,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  defendant,  Joseph  Charles 
Park,  subject  to  duty 
Stockall  v.  Park,  1867,  S.,  125,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  defendant  Eliza  Powell, 
subject  to  duty 

Stockdale,  see  Ellerton  v.  Stockdale 
Stockdale,  see  Irby  v.  Irby 
Stockdale,  Robert,  as  assignee  of  Moreton, 
Voyce,  and  Watts 
Stockham  v.  Staff,  1866,  S.,  6 
Stockley,  see  Carruthers  v.  Stockley 
Stockport  and  Woodley  Junction  Railway 
Company,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of 
the  Stockport  and  Woodley  Junction 
Railway  Act,  i860,  and  Horsfield  v. 
Ashton,  and  Horsfield  v.  Sidebotham 
Stocks  v.  Dodsley 
Stoddart,  see  Blackett  v.  Stoddart 
Stoe,  see  Tuffnell  v.  Stoe 
Stokoe,  see  Wellford  v.  Stokoe 
Stonnard,  Nathaniel,  see  re  Sevier 
Stone,  see  Dawson  v.  Stone 
Stone,  see  Blackburn  v.  Farmer 
Stone  Charity,  see  Oxford,  Worcester, 
&c.,  Railway 

Stone,  Benjamin,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  an  indenture  of  mortgage,  bearing 
date  the  22nd  day  of  March,  i860,  and 
made  between  Benjamin  Stone,  therein 
described  of  the  one  part,  and  James 
Hawke  Harriss,  James  Blackman,  and 
Robert  William  Bartram,  therein  also 
described  as  the  then  trustees  of  the 
Lambeth  Benefit  Building  Society  No. 
3,  of  the  other  part 

Stone  v.  Love,  in  Master  Holford’s  office 
Stonehouse  v.  Harrison 
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Stones,  see  Bullock  v.  Stones 
Stones  End,  ex  parte  the  trustees  for  exe¬ 
cuting  an  Act  for  repealing  an  Act 
passed  in  the  21st  year  of  the  reign  of 
His  Majesty  King  George  the  Third  for 
repairing  the  roads  leading  from  the 
Stonesend,  in  Kent-street,  in  the  parish 
of  St.  George,  Southwark,  to  Dartford, 
and  other  roads  therein  mentioned,  in 
the  counties  of  Kent  and  Surrey 
Stonhouse,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  John  Stonhouse 
Stonier,  Joseph,  see  Lane  v.  Hollings 
Storer,  see  Statham  v.  Storer 
Storer  v.  Usborne 

Storey  v.  Scottney,  the  account  of  Isabella 
Bainbridge,  the  legatee 
Storey  v.  Scottney,  the  account  of  Mr. 
Henry  Smith,  the  late  Solicitor  of  the 
plaintiffs  in  the  suit  of  Storey  v.  Scottney 
Storks,  see  Reeve  v.  Storks 
Story,  see  Govey  v.  Story 
Story,  see  Bryant  v.  Story 
Stoughton  v.  Walker,  the  account  of  Will¬ 
iam  Walker 

Stovin,  see  Spofforth  v.  Stovin 
Stowey  v.  Kekewick,  James  Stowey,  the 
annuitant’s  account 
Strachan,  see  Robert  Owen 
Strachan,  see  Goldie  v.  Strachan 
Strachan,  Robert,  Richard,  Thomas,  John, 
William,  James,  Agnes,  Margaret,  Janet 
and  Anne,  infant  legatees 
Strafford  v.  Tilley,  in  Master  Conway’s 
office 

Strangeways  v.  Holderness,  in  Master 
Conway’s  office 

Strangways,  see  Read  v.  Strangways 
Straphan,  see  Black  v.  Straphan 
Stratford  and  Moreton  Railway,  ex  parte 
the  Company  of  Proprietors  of  the 
Stratford-upon  Avon  Canal  see  Oxford, 
Worcester,  &c.,  Railway 
Stratton,  see  Butler  v.  Stratton 
Stratton,  see  Jones  v.  Stratton 
Stratton,  see  Worthington  v.  Stratton 
Stratton,  John  Thomas,  6ee  Charing  Cross 
Railway 
Street  v.  Street 

Street,  Elizabeth,  see  Wills,  Mary 
Strode,  see  Casamajor  v.  Strode 
Strong  v.  Strong,  Strong  v.  Roberts,  and 
Strong  v.  Pitfield 

Strother  v.  Dutton,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  representative  of  Michael  Schole- 
field,  deceased 

Strother  v.  Dutton,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 


sonal  representative  of  Sarah  Scholefield, 
deceased 

Strother  v.  Dutton,  the  account  of  the  per¬ 
sonal  representative  of  Ruth  Scholefield, 
deceased 

Strother  v.  Dutton,  the  account  of  the  per*, 
sonal  representative  of  Abraham  Schole¬ 
field,  deceased 
Stroud,  see  Ash’s  estate 
Stroud,  John  and  Martha,  see  Freeman  v. 
Parsley 

Strutt  v.  Finch,  the  purchase  money  of 
lot  3 

Strutt  v.  Finch,  the  account  of  John 
James  Warren  and  Elizabeth  Jane,  his 
wife 

Strutt,  Joseph  Halden,  see  Sir  W.  B. 
Procter 

Stuart  v.  Cook,  and  Stuart  v.  Cook,  the 
account  of  Mary  Stuart,  the  infant 
Stuart,  Major-General  Charles,  see  Pen- 
arth  Harbour 

Stubbs,  see  Kennett  v.  Stubbs 
Stubbs,  see  Lechmere  v.  Stubbs 
Stubbs,  Joseph,  see  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Stubbs,  Mary  Jane,  see  Grisiell  v.  Jackson 
Stubbs,  Walter,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  settlement  made  on  the  marriage  of 
Walter  Stubbs  and  Elizabeth,  his  wife 
Stukely  v.  Hewatson 
Sturgis,  see  Helm  v.  Read 
Sturgis,  see  Reverend  Matthew  Chester 
Sturt  v.  Hervey,  the  account  of  two  shares 
of  Shadwell  Waterworks 
Style  v.  Ellis 

Suburban  Village  and  General  Dwellings 
Company  Limited,  1872,  S.,  287 
Sueter,  Thomas,  see  Meredith  v.  Vick 
Suffield  v.  Day,  1867,  S.,  234,  the  share 
of  the  testator’s  niece,  Elizabeth  Brown 
Suffield  v.  Day,  1867,  S.,  234,  the  share 
of  the  testator’s  niece,  Hannah  Brown 
Sullivan,  Stephen  Henry,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  share  of  Stephen  Henry 
Sullivan,  deceased,  of  and  in  the  trust 
funds  which  were  settled  by  an  indenture 
bearing  date  the  8th  day  of  August, 
1820,  made  on  the  marriage  of  the  late 
Admiral  Sir  William  Bowles  and  the 
Honourable  Frances  Temple,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  moiety  of  the  residuary 
estate  of  Stephen  Henry  Sullivan,  be¬ 
queathed  to  Nisidia  Vidal,  subject  to 
duty 

Summers,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Sum¬ 
mers 
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Sumner,  see  Staples  v.  Sumner 
Sunderland,  see  Richard  Eastburn  Green¬ 
wood 

Sunderland  Dock  Company,  ex  parte  the 
Surrey  Iron  Railway,  the  unclaimed  divi¬ 
dend  account  of  the  Proprietors  of  the 
late  Surrey  Iron  Railway 
Surrey  and  Sussex  Junction  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  Joseph 
Hitchin 

Surrey  and  Sussex  Roads,  the  trustees  of 
the 

Surrey  Iron  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  and  John  Harrison,  Esq. 

Sutcliffe  v.  Knowles,  produce  of  sale  of 
estates  devised  and  bequeathed  to  Ann 
Sutcliffe  and  Sophia  Jackson  for  life 
Sutcliffe,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Sutcliffe,  deceased 
Sutherland,  Lucy  Ann  Sinclair,  see  Town- 
shend  v.  Martin 
Suttill  v.  Watson 
Sutton,  see  Corfield  v.  Sutton 
Sutton  v.  Wynne,  and  Trevor  v.  Gibson, 
in  Master  Lane’s  office 
Sutton,  Edward,  see  Webber 
Swain,  Gideon,  see  Elizabeth  Peach 
Swainson,  see  Mickleth waite  v.  Vavasour 
Swann,  see  Cross  v.  Swann 
Swann,  re,  Skinner  v.  Swann,  1870,  S.,  90 
Swansea  Harbour  Trustees  v.  Swansea 
Dock  Company 

Swansea  and  Aberystwith  Junction  Rail¬ 
way  Bill,  ex  parte  the  undertaking  of  the 
Swanwick  v.  Ridge 
Sweet,  see  Goslett  v.  Sweet 
Sweetland  v.  Coplestone 
Swinburne,  see  Upcher  v.  Swinburne 
Sykes  v.  Sykes 

Sylvester  v.  Delisser,  the  separate  account 
of  Elias  Joseph  Sylvester,  a  plaintiff,  in 
the  residue 

Sylvester  v.  Delisser,  the  account  of  the 
share  of  Elias  Joseph  Sylvester,  a  plain¬ 
tiff,  in  the  residue 

Symmer  v.  Chapman,  in  Master  Wil- 
mot’s  office 

Sympson,  Edward  Fairfax,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  the  estate  of  Edward  Fairfax 
Sympson,  formerly  of  Kirby  Misperton, 
in  the  county  of  York,  but  late  of  the 
York  County  Lunatic  Asylum,  in  the 
county  of  York,  Esquire,  deceased, 
who  died  intestate 

Syms  v  Lee,  Corragio  v.  Lee,  and  Cora- 
gio  v.  Vink,  the  account  of  the  share  of 
the  defendant,  Walter  Syms 


Synge  v.  Thompson 
Syret,  Fanny,  see  Francis  Folkard 
Tabrum,  see  Taylor  v.  Tabrum 
TaffVale  Railway  Company,  see  Powell 
Duffryn  Steam  Coal  Company  Limited 
TaffVale  Railway  Company,  see  Rhym- 
ney  Railway  Company 
Taff  Vale  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
in  the  matter  of  an  Act  to  empower  the 
Taff  Vale  Railway  Company  to  con¬ 
struct  certain  branch  railways  and 
extensions,  and  to  make  arrangements 
for  the  use  of  certain  wharfs  adjoining 
to  the  Bute  Ship  Canal 
TaffVale  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  William  Morgan  and 
Thomas  Morgan 

TaffVale  Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the, 
the  account  of  William  Wyndham  Lewis 
Taggart,  see  Carter  v.  Taggart 
Tait  v.  Mackenzie 
Tait  v.  Lord  Northwick 
Taitt,  Charles  William  Wright,  see 
William  Wright 

Talacre  Pier  and  Harbour  Railway  Bill, 
ex  parte  the 

Talmadge,  Elizabeth,  see  Wallen  v.  East- 
leak 

Tamlyn  v.  Brown 

Tanner’s  Estate,  see  Randall  v.  Wood 
Tanner,  Edward,  see  Wright  v.  Mullett 
Tarbuck  v.  Greenall,  the  account  of  John 
Richard  Bell,  the  assignees  of  John 
Croudson,  a  bankrupt,  and  Joshua 
Jullien  Allen  and  Palgrave  Simpson 
Tarbuck  v.  Tarbuck,  the  account  of 
Robert  Tarbuck’ s  mortgagees,  the  as¬ 
signees  of  John  Croudson,  a  bankrupt, 
and  Joshua  Jullien  Allen  and  Palgrave 
Simpson 

Tarrant,  see  Hillier  v.  Tarrant 
Tarrant,  see  Prior  v.  Tarrant 
Tarver,  Matthew  Arthur  Joseph,  an  infant 
Tasker,  see  Bradshaw  v.  Tasker 
Tate  v.  Bolton 

Tatham  v.  Drummond,  1863,  T.,  in 
Tatham,  see  Barber  v.  Tatham 
Tawney,  see  Rowland  v.  Tawney 
Tayler  v.  Raester,  the  account  of  the 
defendant,  George  Raester,  in  respect 
of  the  produce  of  4,855  dollars  48  cen¬ 
times 

Tayler,  Robert,  see  Low  v.  Smith 
Taylor,  see  Greenwood  v.  Taylor 
Taylor,  see  Gould  v.  Taylor 
Taylor,  see  Baldwin  v.  Taylor 
Taylor,  see  Burton  v.  Taylor 
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Taylor,  see  Rowland  v.  Tawney 
Taylor,  see  Patten  v.  Taylor 
Taylor,  see  Wood  v.  Taylor 
Taylor,  see  Waters  v.  Taylor 
Taylor  v.  Gaskeli 
Taylor  v.  Hall 
Taylor  v.  Hickes 

Taylor  v.  Jones,  the  subsequent  costs  ac¬ 
count 

Taylor  v.  Millard 

Taylor  v.  O’Brien,  the  account  of  real 
estate 

Taylor  v.  Oldham,  the  account  of  the  per- 
spnal  estate 

Taylor  v.  Taylor,  the  account  of  the  prop¬ 
erty  devised  to  Thomas  Howell 
Taylor  v.  Tabrum,  the  account  of  the  de¬ 
fendant,  Mary  Ann  Birch 
Taylor,  Ann,  see  Sarah  Murray 
Taylor,  Catherine,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  Catherine  Taylor’s  will,  and 
William  Crawford’s  will,  the  account  of 
the  ^400  Consols 

Taylor,  Eliza  Odella,  in  the  matter  of  the 
estate  of  Eliza  Odella  Taylor,  deceased, 
Peyton  v.  Downing,  P.,  1864,  82,  the 
lapsed  share  of  residue  given  to  Jaletza 
Turner,  deceased,  subject  to  duty 
Taylor,  Elizabeth,  see  Sarah  Murray 
Taylor,  Fanny,  Richard  and  William,  see 
Bell  v.  Bell 

Taylor,  Frances,  the  estate  of  Frances 
Taylor,  Spinster,  deceased,  Daubney  v. 
Leake,  Daubney  v.  Leake,  and  Daubney 
v.  Larder 

Taylor,  George  Martin,  see  Sarah  Murray 
Taylor,  Jane,  see  Robert  Grant 
Taylor,  Jane,  see  Sarah  Hucks 
Taylor,  Mary  Ann,  see  All  Saints  Poplar 
Taylor,  William,  the  estate  of  William 
Taylor,  late  of  the  city  of  Oxford,  Bell 
Founder,  deceased,  andTaylor  v.  Taylor 
Teanby  v.  Teanby,  the  account  of  the 
plaintiff,  Lucy  Teanby 
Teeson,  John,  in  the  matter  of  trusts  of  the 
will  of  the  Rev.  John  Teeson,  deceased, 
so  far  as  the  same  relate  to  the  shares  of 
Caroline  John  and  Ann  John,  Spinster, 
in  the  sum  of  ^500  thereby  bequeathed 
Tempest  v.  the  North  Western  Railway 
Temple,  see  Rawlings  v.  Pearson 
Temple,  Hon.  Frances,  see  Stephen  Henry 
Sulivan 

Temple,  Henry  and  James,  see  East  Kent 
Railway  Company 

Templeman  v.  Warrington,  the  account  of 
payments 


Templer,  see  Thompson  v.  Templer 
Tendring  Hundred  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  Robert  Gland- 
field 

Tennant  v.  Mosley 

Tennyson  v.  Clayton,  the  annuitant’s  ac-, 
count,  in  Master  Petchell’s  office 
Terrell  v.  Mathews,  the  account  of  the 
legal  personal  representative  of  Henry 
Bartholomew,  the  infant  son  of  the 
testator’s  son,  William  Bartholomew, 
deceased 

Terres,  Lopes  Sarah,  see  Aguilar  v.  Lou- 
sada 

Terrington,  see  Capper  v.  Terrington 
Terry,  see  Mackay’s  estate 
Tesh,  Anna,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Anna  Tesh,  late  of  Caister, 
in  the  county  of  Lincoln,  Spinster, 
deceased 

Tew  v.  Earl  Winterton 
Tewkesbury  and  Malvern  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  the 
parties  entitled  to  twenty-six  one  hun¬ 
dred  and  twenty -third  shares  in  the 
commonable  and  other  rights  over  or  in 
the  common  of  Shuthonger,  under  an 
indenture  dated  the  23rd  February, 
1841,  under  the  will  of  Joseph  Harris 
Freeman 

Thair,  Elizabeth  Ann,  see  Pethebridge  v. 
Spencer 

Thames  Haven  Dock  and  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  the 
Queen’s  Most  Excellent  Majesty  in 
respect  of  certain  land  part  of  the  fore¬ 
shore  or  bed  of  the  River  Thames, 
situate  in  the  parishes  of  Standford-le- 
Hope  and  Fobbing,  in  the  county  of 
Essex 

Thatcher,  Robert,  see  Spires  v.  Spires 
Thellusson,  see  Vernon  v.  Thellusson 
Thellusson  enfranchisement,  see  Copyhold 
Commissioners 

Thellusson  v.  Woodford  and  Woodford  v. 
Thellusson,  the  fund  to  answer  any 
claim  of  the  representatives  of  the 
testator’s  partner  John  Cossart, deceased, 
subject  to  succession  duty 
Thies,  William  Ernest,  deceased,  Thies  v. 

Thies,  1856,  T.,  89 
Thilo  v.  Buch,  1871,  T. ,  47 
Thirkettle,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Henry  Thirkettle, 
the  share  of  residue  given  to  the  tes¬ 
tator’s  son,  Charles  Thirkettle 
Thoday,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  an 


104 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


indenture  of  mortgage  dated  the  26th 
day  of  April,  1862.  and  an  indenture 
dated  the  26th  day  of  January,  1870, 
endorsed  thereon  Thoday’s  mortgage 
Thomas,  see  Foord  v.  Thomas 
Thomas,  see  Jones  v.  Williams 
Tnomas,  see  Jones  v.  Thomas 
Thomas,  see  Lockhart  v.  Hardy 
Thomas,  see  Rowlls  v.  Thomas 
Thomas  v.  Bloomer 

Thomas  v.  Finlay  son,  1866,  T.,  120, 

proceeds  of  sale  of  intestate’s  real  estate 
Thomas  v.  Hurst 

Thomas  v.  Miles  and  Waysmith  v. 
Thorny,  the  account  of  the  personal 
representatives  of  William  Miles,  the  son 

Thomas  v  Montgomery,  the  subsisting 
annuitant’s  account 
Thomas  v.  Montgomery 
Thomas  v.  Morris 
Thomas  v.  Parry 

Thomas  v.  Prosser,  the  account  of  the 
next-of-kin  of  Alice  Prosser 
Thomas  v.  Powell 

Thomas  v.  Perrye,  in  Master  Bennett’s 
office 

Thomas  v.  Selby 
Thomas  v.  Thomas 

Thomas  v.  Thomas,  and  Davies  v.  Thomas 

Thomas  (of  Tydraw)  v.  Thomas  (of  St. 
Hilary) 

Thomas,  David,  see  Central  Wales  Rail¬ 
way 

Thomas,  John,  see  South  ales  Railway 
Company 

Thomas,  Mary,  see  Sirhowy  Railway 

Thomason  v.  Glover,  and  Thomason  and 
others,  the  account  of  the  purchase 
money  of  the  Abercarne  estate 

Thompson,  see  Bain  v.  Thompson 
1  hompson,  see  Carlisle  v.  Thompson 
J  hompson,  see  Cockburn  v.  Thompson 
Thompson,  see  Hart  v.  Thompson 
Thompson,  see  Jevers  v.  Thompson 
Thompson,  see  Lloyd  v  Thompson 
Thompson,  see  Lyne  v.  Thompson 
Thompson,  see  Synge  v.  Thompson 
Thompson,  see  Whitmore  v.  Bainbrigge 
Thompson  v  Templer,  1864,  T.,  10 
Thompson  v.  Sprigg 

1  hompson  v.  Perrott,  the  annuitant’s  ac¬ 
count 

Thompson  v.  Dickinson 
Thompson,  Andrew  Henry,  see  Wright  v. 
Mullett 

Thompson,  Ann,  see  Sanford  v.  Wright 


Thompson,  Christopher,  see  Silk  v.  Dims- 
dale 

1  hompson,  Richard,  ex  parte  the  pur¬ 
chasers  of  the  devised  estates  of  the 
late  Richard  Thompson,  Esq. 

Ihompson,  Richard,  of  Grosvenor-street, 
Esq. 

Thomson,  see  Merry  v.  Smart 

Thomson,  see  Watson  v.  Thomson 

Thomson,  see  Scorey  v.  Thomson 

Thomson  v.  Tournay 

Thomson,  Peter,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  mortgage  deed  of  Peter 
Thomson,  deceased,  the  account  of  the 
surplus  moneys  arising  from  the  sale  of 
No.  96,  Jermyn-street,  and  No.  2,  Or- 
mond-yard,  St.  James’,  Westminster, 
after  paying  off  the  mortgages  therein 

!  Thorley  v.  Byrne,  the  account  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  personal  estate  of  the  testator 

Thorn,  Elizabeth,  see  Stevens  v.  Stevens 


Thorndyke,  see  Constable  v.  Thorndyke 
Thorne,  see  Pitt  v.  Thorne 
Thorne,  see  Leathart  v.  Thorne 
!  Thorne  v.  Palmer 
Thornhill  v.  Collett,  1861,  T.,  97 
Thornhill  v.  Trash,  the  real  estate 
Thorp  v.  Brooks,  the  one-fifth  share  of 
Mary,  one  of  the  daughters  of  Elizabeth 
Price,  of  Brecknock 
Thorpe,  see  Maw  v.  Thorpe 
Thoyts,  Harry  Morgan,  see  Charlotte 
Hodgson 

Threlkeld  v.  Holmes 
Throsby,  see  Reynolds  v.  Throsby 
Thrower,  see  Pemberton  v.  Thrower 
Thurlow,  see  Everett  v.  Thurlow 
Thurston,  see  Russell  v.  Thurston 
Tibbatts,  see  Nicholson  v.  Tibbatts 
Tidswell,  see  Rolph  v.  Tidswell 
Tierney,  see  Gill  v.  Tierney 
Tildesley,  see  Wesson’s  estate 
Tillbrook,  Sidley.  see  Anna  M.  Rands 
Tilley,  see  Strafford  v.  Tilley 
Tilliar  v.  Onley,  in  Master  Montagu’s  of¬ 
fice 

Tilt  v.  Tilt,  Tilt  v.  Vernon,  and  Fox  v. 
Tilt 


Timmis,  see  Rowlls  v.  Thomas 
Timmis  v.  Steele,  and  Timmis  v.  Hodg¬ 
kins 

Tindale,  Mary,  see  Mary  Wright 
Tinney,  see  Pidgeon  v.  Spencer 
Tipping,  Thomas,  see  Bruce  v.  Charlton 
Tipping,  William,  see  Fairburn  v.  Bluitt 
Tipton  v.  Heaton 
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Tiverton  and  North  Devon  Railway  Bill, 
ex  parte  the 

Todd,  see  Dickinson  v.  Todd 
Todd  v.  Darell,  the  interest  account 
Todd,  Sarah,  see  Marshall  v.  Samuel 
Toll,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Robert  Toll,  deceased,  in  re¬ 
lation  to  the  legacy  of  ^ioo,  by  the  said 
will  given  to  Henry  Toll 
Tomes,  see  Vint’s  estate 
Tomkinson,  see  Lingard  v.  Tomkinson 
Tomlin  v.  Hatfeild,  in  the  matter  of 
Thomas  Back,  a  person  of  unsound  mind 
Tomlin  v.  Tomlin,  Tomlin  v.  Tomlin,  and 
Tomlin  v.  Tomlin 

Tomlins,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  a  legacy  of  ^300  £$  per  cent. 
Reduced  Annuities  bequeathed  by  the 
will  of  Richard  Tomlins,  late  of  the 
town  of  Shrewsbury,  and  county  of 
Salop,  deceased 

Tomlins  v.  Tomlins,  the  separate  account 
of  the  Rev.  William  Falconer  and  Isa¬ 
bella  Jane,  his  wife 

Tomlinson,  see  Knapping  v.  Tomlinson 
Tomlinson  v.  Brown,  Tomlinson  v.  Knox, 
and  Tomlinson  v.  Knox 
Tomlinson  v.  Edwards,  and  Edwards  v. 

Lord  Archibald  Hamilton 
Tonkin  v.  Roberts,  in  Master  Holford’s 
office 

Toogood,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Toogood,  deceased, 
the  shares  of  the  nephews  and  nieces 
and  their  issue,  legatees  of  the  residue 
of  the  trust  legacy  of  ^2,000,  subject 
to  duty 

Tooker  v.  Annesley,  rents  and  profits  of 
leasehold  estate’s  account 
Tookerman  v.  Chamberlain,  in  Master  Tre¬ 
vor’s  office 
Tootall  v.  Spiser 

Torin,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Elizabeth  Torin,  Widow, 
deceased,  the  legacy  bequeathed  to 
Charles  Henry  West 

Torrington,  Lord  and  Viscountess,  see 
Douc^  v.  Viscount  Torrington 
Toothill  v.  Rhodes,  general  account 
Tournay,  see  Thomson  v.  Tournay 
Tovey,  see  Spooner  v.  Tovey 
Towgood,  see  Anson  v.  Towgood 
Townend  v.  Metcalfe,  1865,  T.,  98,  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  sale  of  the  testator’s  real  estate 
Townsend  v.  Champernowne 
Townshend  v.  Martin 
Townshend  v.  Martin,  fund  to  answer  the 


legacy  given  to  Mrs.  Field  by  the  will 
of  Lucy  Ann  Sinclair  Sutherland, 
Widow 

Townshend  v.  Martin,  fund  to  answer  the 
legacy  given  to  Mary  Brown  by  the  will 
of  Lucy  Ann  Sinclair  Sutherland, 
Widow 

Townshend,  Lord  John,  v.  Marquis  Towns¬ 
hend,  and  Smith  v.  Mundy,  the  account 
of  the  simple  contract  creditors 
Townshend,  Lord  John,  v.  Marquis  Towns¬ 
hend,  and  Smith  v.  Mundy 
Towse  v.  Lakeland,  in  Master  Montagu’s 
office 

Tozeland,  Edith  and  William,  see  Freeman 
v.  Parsley 

Tracy,  Jane,  see  Harrison  v.  Andrews 
Traherne,  see  Cuthbertson’s  estate 
Trail,  see  Gordon  v.  Trail 
Trappes,  Francis,  see  Tunstall  v.  Trappes 
Trash,  see  Thornhill  v.  Trash 
Trayloe,  James,  see  London,  Mayor  of 
Treacher  v.  Dixon,  and  Treacher  v. 
Heather 

Treffry,  see  Newton  v.  Treffry 
Trefusis  v.  Lady  St.  John,  the  devised 
estate 

Trefusis  v.  Baron  Clinton 
Trefusis  v.  Lord  Clinton 
Trentam,  see  Payne  v.  Trentam 
Treslove,  Thomas,  see  Georges  v.  Georges 
Trevelyan  and  others  v.  Witham  and 
others 

Trevor,  see  Sutton  v.  Wynne 
Trevor,  Hon.  George  Rice  Rice,  see 
Right  Hon.  George  T.  R.  Baron  Dyne- 
vor 

Tribe,  see  Griffiths  v.  Tribe 
Tribe,  see  Corney  v.  Tribe 
Trickey  v.  Shefford,  in  Master  Simeon’s 
office 

Trigge  v.  Cotes 

Trimmer  v.  Bayne,  the  personal  estate  of 
John  Bayne 

Trinity  House  of  Deptford  and  Strond, 
ex  parte  the  Corporation  of  Trinity 
House  of  Deptford  and  Strond  and 
John  Jones 

Trotman,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  James  Trotman,  deceased, 
ex  parte  the  one-third  share  of  residue 
bequeathed  to  Edmund  Thomas 
Browne,  deceased 

Trotter  v.  Wilkinson,  in  Master  Lovi- 
bond’s  office 

Troughton,  see  Wade  v.  Wade 
Troutbeck,  see  Sharpe  v.  Bracher 
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Troy,  Thomas  Cazeneuve,  see  Hodder  v. 
Pickman 

Trueman,  Francis  Charles,  see  Samuel 
Greatheed 

Truss  v.  Barker,  1863,  T.,  63,  subject  to 
duty 

Truss  v.  Barker,  the  account  of  the 
annuity  of  Catherine  Porter 
Tubbs,  Robert,  see  Midland  Railway 
Tuck,  James  W.,  see  Price  v.  Baugham 
Tucker  v.  Craggs 

Tucker  v.  Lewis,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  Elizabeth,  the  deceased  wife  of 
Edwin  Ellis  Coleridge,  subject  to  duty 
Tucker,  John,  see  Freeman  v.  Parsley 
Tucker,  Mary,  see  Withey  v.  Hodges 
Tuffnell  v.  Stoe,  the  account  of  the  defend¬ 
ant,  Marv  Seeker 

Tuffnell  v.  Stoe,  the  account  of  William 
Tuffnell,  Thomas  Samuel  Jolliffe,  and 
William  Northey 

Tuffnell  v.  Stoe,  the  account  of  the 
defendants,  Harry  Stoe  and  William 
Evans 

Tufnell,  Samuel  Jolliffe,  a  lunatic,  the 
personal  estate  of  the  testator,  John 
Joliffe  Tufnell 

Tugwell,  see  Barnett  v.  Tugwell 
Tugwell  v.  Goizin,  in  Master  Browning’s 
office 

Tully  v.  Bradford 
Tunstall,  see  Morley  v.Tunstall 
Tunstall  v.  Trappes,  the  residue  of  the 
personal  estate  and  effects  of  Francis 
Trappes  the  younger,  deceased 
Tupling,  see  Pritchard  v.  Tupling 
Turfrey,  Mary,  see  Dering  v.  Bentham 
Turner,  see  Gurney  v.  Cosway 
Turner,  see  Maund  v.  Turner 
Turner  v.  Brook,  in  Master  Cuddon’s 
office 

Turner  v.  Greenough,  real  estate  account 

Turner  v.  Jolly,  and  Mules  v.  Jennings 

Turner  v.  Howell 

Turner  v.  Dorgan 

Turner  v.  Ford 

Turner  v.  Simms 

Turner  v.  Turner,  1862,  T.,  122,  account 
of  Sarah  Turner  or  Frampton  or  Cramp- 
ton 

Turner  v.  Turner,  1872,  T.,  9 
Turner  v.  Whittaker 
Turner,  Catherine  Harriet,  an  infant 
Turner,  Charles  William,  a  person  of  un¬ 
sound  mind 

Turner,  Edward,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Edward  Turner,  deceased, 


the  legacy  bequeathed  to  Sarah  Mead, 
Spinster 

Turner,  Jaletza,  see  Taylor,  Eliza 
Turner,  Samuel,  see  Midland  Railway 
Company 

Turner,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Thomas  Turner,  the 
elder,  late  of  the  city  of  Exeter,  de¬ 
ceased,  so  far  as  the  same  relate  to  a 
sum  of  ^500  and  one-fifth  share  of  the 
residue  by  the  said  will  bequeathed  to 
trustees  for  the  benefit  of  Margaret 
Moyle  and  other  persons  therein  men¬ 
tioned 

Turton,  see  Sparrow  v.  Turton 
Turton,  see  Eyre  v.  Turton 
Tuthill,  see  Davidson  v.  Tuthill 
Tuxford,  MacClarey,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  several  shares  of  MacClarey 
Tuxford,  William  Tuxford, Maria  Clarke, 
Eliza  Pearson,  and  John  Tuxford  re¬ 
spectively,  in  the  proceeds  arising  from 
the  sale  of  part  of  the  real  estate  of  the 
late  Martin  Tuxford,  deceased.  The 
account  of  the  share  of  William  Tux¬ 
ford 

Tuxford,  MacClarey,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  several  shares  of  MacClarey 
Tuxford,  William  Tuxford,  Maria  Clarke, 
Eliza  Pearson,  and  John  Tuxford  re¬ 
spectively,  in  the  proceeds  arising  from 
the  sale  of  part  of  the  real  estate  of  the 
late  Martin  Tuxford,  dece?sed.  The 
account  of  the  share  of  MacClarey  Tux¬ 
ford 

Tweddle,  Isabella,  see  Jane  Wilkin 
Twigg  v.  Prater,  the  defendant,  Mary 
Matchett,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Twyford,  see  Green  v.  Twyford 
Tyrconnell,  see  Lassieur  v.  Tyrconnell 
Tyrconnell,  E  rl  of,  v.  Young,  in  Master 
Cuddon’s  office 

Tyrell  v.  Mvers,  the  account  of  the  unsat¬ 
isfied  creditors  of  Sir  John  Tyrell,  Bart 
Ullett,  see  Goforth  v.  Ullett 
Ulverstone  Railway,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Ulverstone  and  Lancaster  Railway  Act, 
1851,  the  account  of  the  trusts  of  the 
settlement  of  Ceorge  Wilson,  deceased, 
and  George  Edward  Wilson 
Underhill,  James,  see  Winter  v.  Kent 
Underwood,  see  Wood  v.  Underwood 
Unetv.  Cotton,  the  account  of  the  defend¬ 
ant,  William  Cotton,  the  grandson 
Unett,  Letitia,  Spinster,  a  lunatic,  the 
real  estate  account 

Unknown  persons,  ex  parte  the  unknown 
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person  or  persons  interested  in  the 
freehold  estate  and  inheritance  of  and 
in  all  that  piece  or  parcel  of  ground, 
with  the  four  messuages  and  all  other 
buildings  thereon  erected,  with  their 
appurtenances,  situate  and  being  and 
known  as  Nos.  19,  20,  and  21,  in  Great 
Bell-alley  and  No.  14,  in  White’s-alley, 
in  the  city  of  London 

Unknown  persons,  ex  parte  the  unknown 
person  or  persons  interested  in  the  free¬ 
hold  estate  and  inheritance  of  and  in 
all  that  piece  or  parcel  of  ground,  with 
the  messuage  or  tenement  thereon  erect¬ 
ed,  and  its  appurtenances,  situate  and 
being  No.  8,  in  Great  Swan-alley,  near 
Coleman-street,  in  the  city  of  London 

Unwin  v.  Wodley,  in  Master  Harris’ 
office 

Upcher  v.  Swinburne,  in  Master  Eld’s 
office 

Upton  v.  Butterfield,  the  contingent 
account  of  the  infant  plaintiff,  James 
Driver  Upton 

Usborne,  see  Storer  v.  Usborne 
Uzuld  v.  Purches,  et  e.  con 

Vale  of  Neath  Railway  Company,  ex 
parte  the,  the  account  of  Lord  Dynevor, 
and  Edward  Priest  Richard  the  younger 

Valence  v.  Weldon,  in  Master  Montagu’s 
office 

Vallance  v.  Burt 
Valle,  see  Delmedico  v.  Valle 
Vanbrugh,  see  Marlbrough  v.  Vanbrugh 
Vander-Gucht  v.  De  Blaquiere 
Vansittart,  see  Irby  v.  Irby 
Vanzetti  v.  Pacifico,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  of  Rachael  Coen  Porto 
Vanzetti  v.  Pacifico,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  of  Maria  Levy 
Varley  v.  Gradwell 

Vaughan,  see  Attorney-General  v.  the 
Chaplains,  &c.,  Hospital  of  William 
Wyggeston 

Vaughan,  see  Warburton  v.  Vaughan 
Vaughan  v.  Marquis  of  Headfort,  and 
Cockburn  v.  Marquis  of  Headfort,  the 
Graves’  account 
Vaux,  see  Smith  v.  Vaux 
Vavasour,  see  Micklethwaite  v.  Vavasour 

Vazey  v.  Reynolds,  the  account  of  the 
petitioners,  John  Dixon  Piper,  Robert 
Daniells,  and  William  Moye 
Veasey,  see  Smith  v.  Veasey 
Vere  v.  Routh 

Verney  v.  Webster,  the  account  of  the 


legal  personal  representative  of  Eliza¬ 
beth  Parker  Sanderson,  deceased 
Vernon,  see  Tilt  v.  Tilt 
Vernon  v.  Sandford,  the  charity  account, 
in  Master  Ord’s  office 
Vernon  v.  Thellusson 
Vernon  v.  Crewe,  the  real  estate,  in  Mas¬ 
ter  Montagu’s  office 

Veysey  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Vesyey,  deceased 
Veysie,  Penelope  Gertrude,  see  Blonde! 
v.  Preston 

Vick,  see  Meredith  v.  Vick 
Victory,  see  Weatherstead; 

Vidal,  Nisida,  see  Stephen  Henry  Sulli¬ 
van 

Vince  v.  Cooth,  in  Master  Eld’s  office 
Vincent,  see  Jennings  v.  Vincent 
Vinell,  see  Baker  v.  Vinell 
Vink,  see  Syms  v.  Lee 
Vint’s  estate,  Tomes  v.  Tomes,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  next-of-kin  of  Martha  Eliza¬ 
beth  Vint,  subject  to  duty 
Virgoe,  Isaac,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  will  of  Isaac  Virgoe,  deceased 
Vives  v.  Levison,  security  for  costs  ac¬ 
count 

Vokins  v.  Gray,  the  account  of  the  legal 
personal  representative  of  Charlotte 
Williams,  deceased 
Volans  v.  Carr 

Von  der  Heyde,  Annie,  an  infant 
Voyce,  see  Robert  Stockdale 
Wace,  see  Williams  v.  Wace 
Wade  v.  Wade,  Thomas  Trougnton,  the 
infant’s  account 

Wade,  Reverend  Albany,  see  Sunderland 
Dock  Company 

Waenewra,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  mortgage  of  an  estate  called  Waene¬ 
wra,  in  the  county  of  Anglesea 
Wagstaffe  v.  Everett,  the  defendant  Eliza¬ 
beth  Rains’  account 

Wagstaffe  v.  Nicholls,  in  Master  Thomas 
Bennett’s  office 

Waine,  Elizabeth,  see  Lovegrove  v.  Smith 
Wainman,  Hester,  see  Wynne  v.  Price 
Wainwright,  see  Gait  v.  Wain wright 
Wainwright,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  Thomas  Wainwright,  share  No. 
515,  under  the  Liverpool  Exchange  Act, 
1859,  the  account  of  Thomas  Wain¬ 
wright  or  his  representatives 
Wake,  see  Eyre  v.  Wake 
Wake  v.  Foster,  in  Master  Bonner’s  office 
Wake  v.  Ridge 

Wakeford,  see  Mew  v.  Wakeford 
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Waldo  v.  Seeker 

Waldram,  see  Simpkin  v.  Waldram 
Waldron  v.  Boulter,  Waldron  v.  Boulter, 
Waldron  v.  Shuck,  and  Waldron  v. 
Boulter 

Wales,  see  Baxter  v.  Wales 
Walgate,  Ethel,  see  Solomon  Callis  Ed¬ 
mond 

Walker,  see  Bibin  v.  Walker 
Walker,  see  Bower  v.  Scott 
Walker,  see  Dickie  v.  Walker 
Walker,  see  Friday  v.  Walker 
Walker,  see  Mary  Ann  Greenough 
Walker,  see  Hanson  v.  Walker 
Walker,  see  Stoughton  v.  Walker 
Walker,  see  Ward  v.  Walker 
Walker  v.  Clark 
Walker  v.  Clarke 

Walker  v.  Fisher,  in  Master  Borough’s 
office 

Walker  v.  Smith,  the  account  of  the  share 
of  John  Smith,  deceased,  subject  to  duty 
Walker  v.  Wright 
Walker  v.  Wingfield 
Walker’s  estate,  Savill  v.  Walker 
Walker,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Ann  Walker,  deceased, 
the  account  of  George  Stephenson 
Raper 

Walker,  Benjamin,  see  Friday  v.  Walker 
Walker,  Mary,  Spinster,  a  person  of  un¬ 
sound  mind 

Walkingham,  Jane,  see  Sarah  Hucks 
Wall  v.  Bayley 

Wallace,  Antonia,  see  Prole  v.  Soady 
Wallen  v.  Eastleak,  Elizabeth,  the  wife  of 
Samuel  Slade,  and  the  defendant,  Eliza¬ 
beth  Talmadge,  the  annuitant’s  account 
Wallen  v.  Eastleak 
Wallen,  Sarah,  see  Butter  v.  Basnett 
Waller,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Mrs.  Mary  Waller  for  the 
Minister  of  the  Congregation  of  Protest¬ 
ant  Dissenters  meeting  at  Haberdashers’ 
Hall,  London 

Waller,  see  Biddulph  v.  Waller 
Waller,  see  Adams  v.  Waller 
Waller  v.  Westcott 

Wallington,  Rev.  Charles,  see  Bent  v. 

Loaden 
Wallis  v.  Bell 
Wallis  v.  Sarel 

Walmsley,  see  Cotgreave  v.  Walmsley 
Walpole,  see  Clark  v.  Walpole 
Walter,  see  Railton  v.  Walter 
Walters,  see  Morton  v.  Walters 
Walters,  Elizabeth  Stevens,  see  Metropol¬ 


itan  and  Saint  John’s  Wood  Railway 
Company 

Walthew,  see  Smith  v.  Walthew 
Walton,  see  Martin  v.  Gregory 
Walton  v.  Walton  v 

Walton,  William  Stephen,  see  Mid-Kent 
Railway  Company 
Walworth,  see  Perry  v.  Beauclerk 
Warburton,  see  Percival 
Warburton  v.  Wyche,  in  Master  Lane’s 
office 

Warburton  v.  Vaughan 
Ward,  see  Bristow  v.  Ward 
Ward,  see  Catley  v.  Ward 
Ward,  see  Crow  v.  Ward 
Ward,  see  Ducomick  v.  Ward 
Ward,  see  Jay  v.  Ward 
Ward,  see  Shirley  v.  Earl  Ferrers 
Ward  v.  Alsager 

Ward  v.  Biddles,  the  contingent  account 
of  the  defendant,  Frederick  Biddles 
Ward  v.  Eaton,  the  account  of  Rosa 
Maria  Gardner 

Ward  v.  Eaton,  the  account  of  Adelaide 
Rebecca,  the  wife  of  Frederick  William 
Collins 

Ward  v.  Morris 
Ward  v.  Purvis 
Ward  v.  Walker 

Ward  v.  Ward,  and  Ward  v.  Ward 
Ward  v.  Whitchurch,  on  account  of  the 
debts  and  legacies  which  are  contingent, 
in  Master  Kinaston’s  office 
Ward,  Joseph  Septimus,  v.  John  Ward 
and  others 

Ward,  Frances,  in  the  matter  of  Frances 
Ward’s  estate,  the  shares  of  Robert 
Prosser,  Frances  Ward  Prosser,  and 
Eliza  Prosser 

Warde,  see  Geary  v.  Warde 
Wardell,  see  Froggatt  v.  Wardell 
Wardle,  see  Daintry  v  Wardle 
Wardle,  John  Fletcher,  see  Market-street, 
Manchester 

Waring  v.  Brammer,  the  plaintiff’s  indem¬ 
nity  account 

Warland  v.  Gooby,  1864,  W.,  161.  The 
account  of  the  life-interest  in  the  testa¬ 
tor’s  real  estates  given  to  the  sons  and 
daughters  of  the  testator’s  brothers  and 
sisters  in  need  of  pecuniary  aid 
Warneford,  Samuel  Wilson,  see  Matthew 
Belcher 

Warner,  see  Evans  v.  Warner 
Warner,  see  Dudley  v.  Warner 
Warr,  see.  Horne  v.  Warr 
Warren,  see  Nicholson  v.  W  rren 
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Warren  v.  Whitworth 
Warren,  see  Kent  Coast  Railway  Company 
Warren,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  John  Warren’s  will,  the  legacy  to 
Mary  Hawkins 

Warren,  John  J.,  see  Strutt  v.  Finch 
Warrington  and  Altrincham  Junction 
Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the 
share  of  the  infant  children  of  Catherine 
Dick,  deceased,  in  the  estate  of  Isaac 
Pinckton 

Warrington,  see  Templeman  v.  Warring¬ 
ton 

Warwick  v.  Richardson,  Clarke  v.  Sewell 
and  others,  Clarke  and  another  v.  Sewell 
and  others,  and  Clarke  and  another  v. 
Sewell  and  others 
Waters  v.  Jefferis 

Waters  v.  Taylor,  the  general  creditor’s 
account 

Waters  v.  Waters,  the  account  of  the 
residuary  estate  of  the  testator  William 
Waters 

Watkin,  see  Bower  v.  Scott 
Watkins,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Watkins 
Watkins,  see  Phillips  v.  Watkins 
Watkins,  see  Jones  v.  Watkins 
Watkins  v.  Horton,  the  separate  account 
of  the  plaintiff,  Mary  Anne  Watkins, 
the  wife  of  the  plaintiff,  Philip  Hodges 
Watkins 

Watkins  v.  Schneider 
Watkins,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Elizabeth  Watkins, 
the  legacy  of  ^40  bequeathed  to  Will¬ 
iam,  Maria,  and  John  Cozens 
Watkins,  Elizabeth,’  see  Berrington  v. 
Evans 

Watkins,  John  Lloyd  Vaughan,  see  Neath 
and  Brecon  Railway 

Watkins,  Mary  Ann,  wife  of  Phillip  H., 
see  Watkins  v.  Horton 
Watkins,  Walter,  see  Davies  v.  Cracroft 
Watling,  see  Cooke’s  estate 
Watmuffs,  Lucy,  see  Atherstone  v.  Gray 
Watson,  see  Allison  v.  Watson 
Watson,  see  Donn  v.  Watson 
Watson,  see  Galland  v.  Watson 
Watson,  see  Suttill  v.  Watson 
Watson,  see  Whitley  v.  Watson 
Watson  v.  Boss,  1870,  W.,  198 
Watson  v.  Thomson 

Watson,  Elizabeth  Sarah,  see  Yerbury  v. 
Head 

Watson,  Jemima  Elizabeth,  see  Yerbury  v. 
Head 

Watson,  Rachael,  see  Yerbury  v.  Head 


Watson,  Thomas,  see  Yerbury  v.  Head 
Watson,  William,  see  Harris  v.  Barnes 
Watt  v.  Jackson,  the  account  of  the  legal 
personal  representative  of  Thomas  Jack- 
son,  deceased,  the  brother  of  the  tes¬ 
tator,  Edward  Jackson 
Watt  v.  Wood,  and  Lockwood  v.  Smith, 
the  legacy  account  of  Rachael  Lockwood 
and  her  children 

Watt,  Susannah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Susannah  Watt;  deceased, 
the  account  of  the  legacy  given  to  Eliza 
— ,  otherwise  Landen,  the  daughter  of 
Thomas  Landen,  of  Chatham,  Baker, 
her  executors  or  administrators 
Watters  v.  Jones,  the  purchaser,  Beriah 
Botfield’s  indemnity  account  under  the 
eighth  condition  of  sale 
Watts,  see  Mitchell  v.  Watts 
Watts,  see  Parker  v.  Watts 
Watts,  see  Richard  Barnes 
Watts,  see  Robert  Stockdale 
Watts,  John,  the  estate  of  John  Watts, 
deceased,  Johnson  v.  Johnson,  the  leg¬ 
acy  account  of  Mary  Anne  Watts, 
Widow,  deceased 

Watts,  Stephen,  see  Freeman  v.  Parsley 
Waysmith,  see  Thomas  v.  Miles 
Weare,  see  Ellis  v.  Weare 
Weare,  Edwin  Thomas  Clinton,  an  infant 
Weare,  Esther  Catherine  Clinton,  an  infant 
Weare,  Henrietta  Anna  Louisa,  an  infant 
Weare,  Lucy  Isabella,  an  infant* 
Weatherall  v.  Browne 
Weatherstead’s  estate,  Victory  v.  Victory, 
1863,  W.,  107 
Webb,  see  Slade  v.  Webb 
Webb  v.  Grace,  Webb  v.  Wilshin,  and 
Grace  v.  Webb 

Webb  v.  Attorney-General,  the  account  of 
John  Blake,  deceased,  Mrs.  Margaret 
Cox’s  legacy  subject  to  duty 
Webb  v.  Inglish,  the  Reverend  Samuel 
Harrison’s  legacy  account 
Webb  v.  Jones,  in  Master  Holford’s  office 
Webb  v.  Ledicott,  the  account  of  Mary 
Ann  Ledicott,  Widow,  deceased 
Webb,  Eliza,  see  Mallam,  Benjamin 
Webb,  John,  see  Povey  v.  Gregory 
Webb,  William  Child,  see  South  Wales 
Railway  Company 

Webber,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
Webber’s  trusts  under  the  will  of  John 
Deane,  deceased,  the  share  of  Edward 
Sutton  / 

Webster,  see  Verney  v.  Webster 
Webster  v.  Webster,  the  account  of  the 
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legacy  given  to  James  David  Webster 
Greenhill 

Webster  v.  Webster,  Thomas  Webster’s 
account 

Webster  v.  Webster 

Wedge,  Stephen,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Stephen  Wedge, 
deceased,  the  account  of  children  of 
Rebecca  Peters,  deceased,  and  Hannah 
Farrel,  deceased 
Weeks,  see  Lovegrove  v.  Davis 
Weeley,  see  Cook  v.  Wheeley 
Weldon,  see  Valence  v.  Weldon 
Weldon  v.  Aldridge,  the  account  of  Emma 
Jane  Clayworth,  deceased,  late  the  wife 
of  Joseph  Clayworth,  subject  to  duty 
Weldon,  Walter,  see  Dawson  v.  Stone 
Welford  v.  Stokoe,  the  personal  estate 
account 

Weller,  see  Rivers 
Wells,  see  Dunderdale  v.  Wells 
Wells  v.  Gendron 
Wells,  George,  see  Knox  v.  Wells 
Welsh,  John  Kempe,  see  Brandon  v. 
Brandon 

Wemyss,  see  Wintle  v.  Wemyss 
VTenborne,  Ann,  see  Curtis  v.  Sheffield 
WTenckenbach’s  trust,  in  the  matter  of 
Wenman,  Rt.  Hon.  Sophia  Elizabeth, 
Baroness,  see  Milton  Union 
Wentworth  v.  Chevell 
Wesson’s  estate  and  Salter  v.  Tildesley, 
1864,  W.,  200 

West,  see  Wiggins  v.  Peppin 
West,  see  Bray  v.  West 
West  v.  Greenway,  in  Master  Lane’s 
office 

West,  Charles  Henry,  see  Elizabeth  Torin 
West,  Clara  Julia,  see  Harriot  Wilson 
West,  Clifton  Stanislaus,  see  Mary  Green- 
ough 

West,  Edward,  see  Loy  v.  Duckett 
West,  Michael,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  a  mortgage  dated  the  31st  of  January, 
1855,  made  by  Michael  West  and 
Edward  Barnard  to  Robert  Rannard, 
afterwards  transferred  to  John  Winting- 
ham 

West,  Sophia,  see  Nedby  v.  Nedby 
Westbrook  v.  McKie,  and  Westbrook  v. 
Chauntler,  the  Rendezvous  Bay  estate 
account 

Westbrook  v.  M’Kie,  Westbrook  v.  Chaunt¬ 
ler,  and  Westbrook  v.  Briggs,  the  en 
dowment  fund  of  the  Presbyterian  Kirk 
in  Antigua 

Westbrook  v.  M’Kie,  Westbrook  v.  Chaunt¬ 


ler,  and  Westbrook  v.  Briggs,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Robert  Briggs 
West  Cornwall  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  the  account  of  John  Allen,  Esq. 
Westcott,  see  Waller  v.  Westcott 
Westcott,  Ellis,  v.  Wynn  Hill,  George 
H  11,  and  Richard  Westcott  Martyn 
West  End  of  London  and  Crystal  Palace 
Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  Robert  Henry  Ashley  and 
Ann  Ashley,  executors  of  Elizabeth 
Ashley,  deceased 

West  End  of  London  and  Crystal  Palace 
Railway  Company,  ex  parte  the,  the 
account  of  Joshua  Alexander  and  Will¬ 
iam  Bradshaw 

Western  v.  Bushby,  1866,  W.,  54,  the  ac¬ 
cumulating  fund  account 
Western  v.  Williams 

Westfield  v.  Skipworth,  Jones  v.  Skip- 
worth,  and  Jones  v.  Skipworth 
Westlake,  see  Oakley 
West  Lane  Meeting  House,  Walworth,  see 
Brandon  v.  Brandon 

West  Midland  Railway  Company,  ex  parte 
the,  in  the  matter  of  the  Newport, 
Abergavenney,  and  Hereford  Railway 
Act,  1846 

Westminster  Hall,  ex  parte  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  for  executing  an  Act  for  consoli¬ 
dating  and  rendering  more  effectual  the 
several  Acts  for  the  purchase  of  build¬ 
ings  and  further  improvements  of  the 
streets  and  places  near  to  Westminster 
Hall  and  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament 
Westmoreland,  see  Gregory  v.  Westmore¬ 
land 

Wetherby  v.  Dixon 

Wey  and  Arun  Junction  Canal,  ex  parte 
the  Company  of  Proprietors  of  the 
Weyland  v.  Weyland,  the  defendant,  Ann 
Penny’s  annuity  account 
Whall,  see  Heygate’s  estate 
Wharton  v.  Denton,  Stiles  v.  Attorney- 
General,  and  Bedford  v.  Young,  in 
Master  Holford’s  office 
Wheeler  v.  Newsham,  the  share  of  Fred¬ 
erick  Wheeler  of  the  legacy  of  five  hun¬ 
dred  pounds 

Wheeler,  re,  Penn  v.  Wheeler,  1870,  W., 
153 

Wheelwright  v.  Massey 
Whillock,  see  Holmes  v.  Whillock 
Whiskin,  see  Rogers  v.  Whiskin 
Whitaker,  see  Henvill  v.  Whitaker 
Whitaker,  see  Read  v.  Whitaker 
Whitaker  v.  Whitaker,  the  account  of  the 
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testator’s  nephew,  Francis  Whitaker, 
and  the  person  entitled  after  his  decease 
Whitchurch,  see  Ward  v.  Whitchurch 
Whitcomb  v.  Onslow 
White,  see  Bowyer  v.  White 
Wnite,  see  Hunt  v.  White 
White,  see  Raynes  v.  White 
White,  see  Mills  v.  White 
White  v.  How 
Wnite  v.  Scoffold 

White  v.  Duane,  the  account  of  the  cred¬ 
itors  of  Edmund,  otherwise  Edward 
Lynch 

White  v.  Bloxam 
White  v.  Lupton 

White  v.  Countess  Dowager  of  Lincoln, 
Duke  of  Newcastle  v.  Brudenell,  and 
Duke  of  Newcastle  v.  Kinderley 
White  v.  Barton,  the  separate  account  of 
the  children  of  Henry  Bancks,  late  of 
Wigan,  Cotton  Spinner,  deceased,  who 
were  living  at  the  decease  of  Alice  Bjt- 
ton,  and  the  issue  of  such  of  the  children 
of  Henry  Bancks  as  were  then  dead 
White,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
White’s  assignment  to  Sedgwick  and 
others 

White,  Amelia  Sarah,  the  account  of 
Amelia  Sarah  White,  Spinster,  Charlotte 
Edmonds,  Widow,  Jane  Holbrooke  the 
younger,  an  infant,  Mark  Cann  and 
Harriett  Charlotte,  his  wife,  in  her  right, 
Charles  Channey  White  and  George 
Nathaniel  White,  claiming  to  be  inter¬ 
ested  in  one-sixteenth  part  of  and  in  all 
that  piece  or  parcel  of  ground,  and  the 
meeting  house  or  chapel  and  dwelling 
house  thereupon,  erected,  situate  and  be¬ 
ing  in  Meetinghouse-court,  Miles-lane, 
city  of  London 

White,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  share  of  Ann  White,  formerly  Ann 
Creswick,  in  the  personal  estate  of 
Thomas  Creswick,  deceased,  as  one  of 
his  next-of  kin 

White,  George  Frederick,  see  Brandon  v. 
Brandon 

White,  James,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  James  White,  deceased 
White,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Richard  White,  deceased, 
so  far  as  relates  to  a  legacy  of  ^£300 
^3  10s.  per  cent.  Bank  Annuities  there¬ 
by  bequeathed  to  Elizabeth  Dickerson 
White,  Sarah,  see  Paul  v.  Jennings 
White,  Sarah,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Sarah  White,  so  far  as  re¬ 


lates  to  the  share  of  Jesseline  Elizabeth 
Bishop,  deceased,  formerly  Jesseline 
Elizabeth  Browne,  Spinster,  of  andinthe 
residuary  estate  of  the  testatrix 
White,  Stephen,  and  others,  v.  Betty  White 
and  others,  the  account  of  the  defend¬ 
ant,  Elizabeth  Seymour 
Whitehead  v.  Dyer,  Henckell  v.  White- 
head,  and  Whitehead  v.  Dyer,  in  Master 
Lane’s  office 

Whitehead,  John,  see  East  Kent  Railway 
Company 

Whiteside,  see  Chambers  v.  Whiteside 
Whitfield,  see  Rich  v.  Whitfield 
Whitfield,  see  Marsh  v.  Whitfield 
Whitford,  Elizabeth,  see  Gregor  v.  Gregor 
Whiting,  see  Garrod  v.  Whiti*  g 
Whitley,  see  Clegg  v.  Whitley 
Whitley  v.  Watson 

Whitmore  v.  Bainbrigge,  and  Thompson 
v.  Whitmore 

Whitmore,  William  Richard,  see  the 
Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the 
borough  of  Birmingham 
Whitsed,  see  Rayment 
Whitsed  v.  Jackson 
Whittaker,  see  Turner  v.  Whittaker 
Whittaker  v.  Finey 

Whittingstall  v.  Grover,  the  post-mortem 
creditors’  account 

Whittingstall  v.  Grover,  the  produce  of 
real  estate  account 
Whitworth,  see  Warren  v.  Whitworth 
Whytes,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  John  Whytes’  mortgage,  dated  the 
10th  day  of  January,  1833 
Whytel  v.  Whytel 

Wickenden,  re,  Helby  v.  Pearce,  1871, 

W.,73 

Wickenden,  James,  John,  and  William, 
see  Sophia  Moore 
Wickens  v.  Wickens 
Wickham,  see  Newman  v.  Bennett 
Wickham  Manor,  see  Copyhold  Commis¬ 
sioners 

Wickham  v.  Gatrill 

Wickliffe  v.  Mose,  in  Master  Eld’s  office 
Wicks,  see  Purr  v.  Wicks 
Wicks,  Thomas,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  and  codicil  of  Thomas  Wicks, 
deceased,  as  to  the  one-fifth  share  of  the 
late  Countess  Brzezanski  in  the  proceeds 
of  sale  of  part  of  the  testator’s  real  estate 
Wietlisbach  v.  Scott,  1862,  W.,  106,  the 
account  of  the  legal  personal  representa¬ 
tives  of  John  Burnett  Scott,  deceased 
Wigan,  ex  parte  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
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for  the  borough  of  Wigan,  the  persons 
entitled  under  the  will  of  Sir  Robert 
Holt  Leigh,  Baronet,  deceased 
Wigan  v.  Purnell 

Wiggins  v.  Peppin,  Wiggins  v.  Clark, 
Wiggins  v.  Peppin,  Wiggins  v.  Marriott, 
and  West  v.  Harrison,  the  account  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  Peppin’s 
Mead 

Wiggington,  see  Hearne  v.  Wiggington 
Wigley,  William,  see  Mary  Wigley  Hast¬ 
ings 

Wigmore,  see  Attorney-General  v.  Wig- 
more 

Wigram  v.  Cottrell,  1870,  W. ,  201 
Wilcockson,  see  Brown  v.  Wilcockson 
Wilcox,  Anne,  see  Dorman  v.  Buckley 
Wildbore,  see  Henry  Helmsley 
Wildbore,  Thomas,  see  the  Midland  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

Wilde  v.  Charnley,  the  share  of  Charlotte 
.  Clarke,  accrued  on  the  death  of  Ann 
Margaret  Wilde 

Wilde  v.  Charnley,  the  share  of  Charlotte 
Clarke,  accrued  on  the  death  of  Char¬ 
lotte  Lord 

Wilder,  see  Dixon  v.  Wilder 
Wilder,  see  Perry  v.  Wilder 
Wilding  v.  Bolden,  the  Dundas  legacy 
account 

Wildman,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Wildman, 
deceased,  the  account  of  the  share  of 
George  Wildman,  as  one  of  the  next-of- 
kin  of  William  Wildman,  in  a  portion  of 
the  residue  bequeathed  in  trust  for 
Sarah  Phillips  and  her  children 
Wilkes,  see  Bickley  v.  Penny 
Wilkes,  Charles,  see  South  Staffordshire 
Railway  Company 

Wilkie  v.  Huddart,  George  Fordyce  and 
Isabel,  his  wife,  their  account 
Wilkie  v.  Huddart,  Mary  Wilkie’s  account 
Wilkin  v.  Nainby 

Wilkin,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  one-fourth  part  of  the  residuary 
estate  of  Ann  Wilkin,  bequeathed  by 
her  will  to  Matthew  Wilkin 
Wilkin,  Ann,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  one-fourth  part  of  the  residuary 
estate  of  Ann  Wilkin,  bequeathed  by 
her  will  to  James  Wilkin 
Wilkin,  Jane,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  settlement  of  Jane  Wilkin, 
deceased,  dated  the  3rd  day  of  July, 
1835,  so  ^ar  as  re^ates  to  the  share  of 
Isabella  Tweddle 


Wilkin,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  William  Wilkin,  late 
of  Appleby,  in  the  county  of  Westmore¬ 
land,  Esq.,  deceased,  and  the  children 
of  the  body  of  Mary  Baillie  lawfully 
begotten,  and  their  legal  representative 
or  representatives 
W'ilkins,  see  WTyatt  v.  WTilkins 
Wilkins,  see  Cutterbuck  v.  Wilkins 
W'ilkinson,  see  Trotter  v.  W'ilkinson 
W  ilkinson,  see  Dixon  v.  W'ilkinson 
W  ilkinson,  see  George  v.  WTilkinson 
W'ilkinson  v.  Moline 

W  ilkinson,  Anthony,  see  North  Eastern 
Railway 

W'ilkinson,  Edward,  see  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railway  Company 
Wilkinson,  George,  see  John  Bayfield 
W'ilkinson,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  wills  of  John  Wilkinson  and 
Jane  Raper,  so  far  as  relate  to  the  share 
of  John  Matthew  Crowe,  in  the  proceeds 
of  certain  railway  and  navigation  shares, 
and  in  a  legacy  of  ^200  by  the  said 
wills  respectively  bequeathed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  children  of  W'illiam 
Raper  Crowe 

Wilkinson,  Joseph  Edmund,  see  London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway  Company 
Wilkinson,  Joshua,  in  the  matter  of  Joshua 
W'ilkinson’s  trusts,  the  account  of  undis¬ 
tributed  share  of  residue 
Wilks,  Francis,  see  Thomas  Tassell 
Stanley 

Willcock’s  estate,  Willcock  v.  W'illcock, 
the  account  of  Stephen  W'illcock,  the 
son  of  W'illiam  W'illcock 
W'illard,  see  Latter  v.  Willard 
Whiles  v.  Morgan,  in  Master  Willmot’s 
office 

Whlliam  v.  Price 

W'illiams,  see  Bulkeley  v.  Williams 
Williams,  see  Chesleyn  v.  Price 
Whlliams,  see  Davies  v.  W'illiams 
Williams,  see  Elliott  v.  Williams 
W'illiams,  see  Everett  v.  Williams 
W'illiams,  see  Gwynne  v.  W'illiams 
Williams,  see  Jones  v.  W'illiams 
W'illiams,  see  Jones  v.  Thomas 
Whlliams,  see  Lloyd  v.  Whlliams 
W'illiams,  see  Sophia  Moore 
W'illiams,  see  Raikes  v.  W'illiams 
Whlliams,  see  Savery  v.  W'illiams 
Williams,  see  Western  v.  Williams 
Williams  v.  Allen 

Williams  v.  Bigg,  in  Master  Holford’s 
office 
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Williams  v.  Duke  of  Bolton,  and  Duke  of 
Bolton  v.  Brown,  the  account  of  the 
creditors  of  Charles,  Duke  of  Bolton, 
mentioned  in  the  7th  schedule  to  a  re¬ 
port,  dated  27th  January,  1781,  made  in 
these  causes 

Williams  v.  Duke  of  Bolton,  and  Duke  of 
Bolton  v.  Brown,  in  Master  Harris' 
office 

Williams  v.  Duke  of  Bolton,  and  Duke  of 
Bolton  v.  Brown 
Williams  v.  Cannon 
Williams  v.  Dowbiggen 
Williams  v.  Foster,  1867,  W.,  31,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  representatives  of  William 
Alexander  Percy,  deceased,  as  trustee  of 
the  settlement  of  the  5th  day  of  March, 
1825,  made  on  the  marriage  of  the  tes¬ 
tator,  John  Carson 

Williams  v.  Griffith,  and  Williams  v. 
Griffith 

Williams  v.  Jones,  the  account  of  the 
estate  devised  to  Edward  Theophilus 
Morgan 

Williams  v.  Knight 
Williams  v.  Llewellyn 
Williams  v.  Marsden 

Williams  v.  Pearn,  1869,  W.,  126,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Joshua  Snowdon 
Williams  v.  Wace 

Williams,  Ann,  see  Harriet  Gifford  Dineley 
Williams,  Ann,  see  John  Long 
Williams,  Charlotte,  see  Vokins  v.  Gray 
Williams,  re  Charlotte,  deceased,  Bingley 
v.  Kimber,  1869,  W.,  243,  the  account 
of  the  two-eighth  shares  to  which  James 
Williams  and  Isaac  Williams  respect¬ 
ively,  deceased,  would  have  been  enti¬ 
tled  if  they  had  survived  the  testatrix 
Williams,  Edmund  D.,  see  Sirhowy  Rail¬ 
way 

Williams,  Elizabeth,  in  the  matter  of 
Elizabeth  Williams’  trust 
Williams,  Elizabeth,  see  Wynne  v.  Price 
Williams,  Grace  Joanna,  ex  parte  the 
petitioner,  in  the  matter  of  the  Acts  to 
facilitate  leases  and  sales  of  settled 
estates 

Williams,  Jane,  see  Gregor  v.  Gregor 
Williams,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  net  surplus  sale  moneys,  under  an 
indenture  of  mortgage  executed  by  John 
Williams,  of  the  city  of  Worcester, 
Builder,  as  mortgagor,  on  the  9th  day 
of  May,  1861 

Williams,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  John  Williams,  late  of 


Ferryside,  in  the  county  of  Carmarthen, 
deceased,  subject  to  duty 
Williams,  Marget,  see  Charing  Cross  R  R 
Williams,  Martha  and  William,  see  Free¬ 
man  v.  Parsley 

Williams,  Mary,  see  Court  v.  Jeffery 
Williams,  Mary,  see  Wynne  v.  Price 
Williams,  Thomas,  see  Haynes  v.  Ash 
Williams,  Thomas  Peers,  see  London  and 
North-Western  Railway 
Williams,  William,  see  Cardiff  and  Ogmore 
Railway 

Williamson  v.  Naylor 

Williamson,  see  Linnett  v.  Butterfield 

Williamson,  see  Craven  v.  Williamson 

Williamson,  Ellen,  see  Lyon  v.  Deane 

Willis,  see  Gray  v.  Willis 

Willis,  see  Pratt  v.  Willis  * 

Willis,  see  Kennett  v.  Willis 

Willis  v.  Routledge 

Willis,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  settlement  made  by  William  Willis 
the  elder,  dated  2nd  August,  1816,  in 
favour  of  Jane  Rose  and  Frances  Alex¬ 
ander,  and  their  issue,  the  share  of 
George  Alexander,  under  the  said  set¬ 
tlement 

Willoby,  John,  the  estate  of  John  Willoby, 
deceased,  and  Willoby  /.  Shirriff 
Wills,  Louisa,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  representative  of  Louisa  Wills,  a 
legatee,  deceased 

Wills,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of 
the  estate  of  Mary  Wills,  deceased,  ex 
parte  Elizabeth  Street 
Wilmot,  Ann,  see  Smart  v.  Bradley 
Wilmott,  Susanna,  see  William  Pigram 
Wilshin,  see  Webb  v.  Grace 
Wilson,  see  Arthy  v.  Wilson 
Wilson,  see  Briggs  v.  Wilson 
Wilson,  see  Bryan  v.  Wilson 
Wilson,  see  Curtis  v.  Wilson 
Wilson,  see  Dines  v.  Champion 
Wilson,  see  Hood  v.  Wilson 
Wilson,  see  Middleton  v.  Giles 
Wilson,  see  Pratt  v.  Wilson 
Wilson  v.  Evans 

Wilson  v.  Edmondson,  and  Holgate  v. 
Edmondson 

Wilson  v.  Fogg,  the  separate  account  of 
the  plaintiff,  Alfred  Biddlecombe 
Wilson  v.  Bott,  the  separate  account  of 
the  defendants,  Thomas  Bott  and  Eliza, 
his  wife 

Wilson  v.  Campbell,  the  account  of  the 
persons  interested  in  the  share  of  Jane 
Byrne,  deceased 
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Wilson  v.  Campbell,  the  account  of  the 
persons  entitled  to  the  share  of  John 
Wilson,  deceased 
Wilson  v.  Milner 

Wilson  v.  Moore,  the  account  of  the 
representatives  of  Jean  Tucker  Craw¬ 
ford,  deceased 
Wilson,  Effy,  a  minor 
Wilson,  George,  see  Ulverstone  and  Lan¬ 
caster  Railway  Act,  1851 
Wilson,  George,  see  Lancaster  and  Car¬ 
lisle  Railway  Company 
Wilson,  George  Edward,  see  Lancaster 
and  Carlisle  Railway  Company 
Wilson,  George  Edward,  see  the  Ulver¬ 
stone,  &c.,  Railway,  &c. 

Wilson,  George  Edward,  see  Bradford 
*  Corporation  Waterworks 
Wilson,  Harriot,  in  the  matter  of  the  estate 
of  Harriot  Wilson,  and  Wilson  v.  Ley- 
burn,  the  account  of  the  settlement  of 
Clara  Julia  West  and  her  children 
Wilson,  Henry,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  estate  of  Henry  Wilson,  deceased, 
Paul  Dent’s  legacy 

Wilson,  John,  see  Wilson  v.  Campbell 
Wilson,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  settlement  of  John  Wilson  and 
Elizabeth,  his  wife,  deceased,  and  also 
of  the  trusts  of  the  settlement  of  John 
Wilson,  deceased 

Wilson,  William,  see  Thomas  Croft 
Wilton  v.  Wilton,  1868,  W. ,  5,  the 

account  of  Harriet  Ruth  Wilton,  sub¬ 
ject  to  duty 
Winbolt  v.  Hood 

Winchelsea,  Earl,  see  Jenner  v.  Earl  of 
Winchelsea 

Winchelsea  and  Nottingham,  Earl  of,  v. 

Garrety,  the  legatee’s  account 
Winchester,  in  re  Bishop  of 
Winchester,  Elizabeth,  see  in,  &c.,  Sir 
Edward  Dering 

Winkworth,  Robert,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  Robert  Winkworth, 
deceased 

Windsor,  see  Holland  v.  Windsor 
Wingfield,  see  Coote  v.  Wingfield 
Wingfield,  see  Walker  v.  Wingfield 
Wingfield  v.  Coates,  in  Master  Borrett’s 
office 

Winsor,  see  Lay  v.  Winsor 
Winter,  see  Maltby  v.  Winter 
Winter,  v.  Kent,  a  fund  to  answer  the 
unclaimed  legacies  given  by  the  will  of 
the  testator,  James  Underhill 
Winter  v.  Innes,  and  Winter  v.  Edwards 


Winter  v  Pulteney 
Winter,  Mary,  see  Norcott  v.  Gordon 
Winterton,  Earl,  see  Schutz  v.  Earl  Win- 
terton 

Winterton,  Earl,  see  Tew  v.  Earl  Winter- 
ton 

Winterton  v.  Mann,  1865,  M.,  121 
Wintingham,  John,  see  West,  Michael 
Wintle  v.  Wemyss,  the  real  estate  account 
Wisbech,  see  Peterborough 
Wise,  see  Butler  v.  Wise 
Wise  v.  Lawson,  1871,  W.,  213,  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s  real 
estate 

Witham,  see  Trevelyan  v.  Witham 
Withery  v.  Hodges,  the  account  of  the 
funds  subject  to  the  trust  of  the  appoint¬ 
ment  by  will  of  Mary  Tucker,  deceased 
Withington,  Benjamin,  see  Richard  Tar¬ 
rant  Bury 

Wix,  Edward,  who  is  absent  beyond  the 

seas 

Wix,  Susanna,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  Susanna  Wix,  deceased 
Wodley,  see  Unwin  v.  Wodley 
Wogan,  see  Barlow  v.  Wogan 
Wollaston  v.  Jones 
Wombwell,  see  Belasye  v.  Wombwell 
Wood,  see  Alsop  v.  Wood 
Wood,  see  Lankester  v.  Wood 
Wood,  see  Everidge  v.  Wood 
Wood  see  Holland  v.  Wood 
Wood,  see  Randall  v.  Wood 
Wood,  see  Watt  v.  Wood 
Wood  v.  Blackman,  John  Rice’s  account 
Wood  v.  Bennett,  1866,  W.,  175,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  John  Arbour,  son  of  Thomas 
Arbour,  junior,  subject  to  duty 
Wood  v.  Bennett,  1866,  W.,  175  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Mary  Arbour,  daughter  of  the 
late  Thomas  Arbour  and  Mary  his  wife, 
subject  to  duty 

Wood  v.  Bennett,  1866,  W.,  175,  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Elizabeth  Arbour  Catchpole, 
subject  to  duty 
Wood  v.  Denison 
Wood  v.  Dulamee 
Wood  v.  Ordish 

Wood  v.  Taylor  and  Wood  v.  Lord 
Wood  v.  Underwood,  the  share  of  the 
defendant,  Thomas  Edens,  or  his  legal 
personal  representative 
Wood,  James  Currie,  see  Elizabeth  Smith 
Wood,  Mary,  see  Ross  v.  Franklin 
Wood,  Western,  see  South-Eastern  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

Woodford  see  Thellusson  v.  Woodford 
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Woodford  v.  Charnley,  the  account  of  the 
settlement  of  1848 

Woodforde,  see  Mason  v.  Woodforde 
Woodgate,  see  Bingham  v.  Woodgate 
Woodham,  see  Barry  v.  Woodham 
Woodhouse,  Elizabeth,  see  Harmer  v. 
Harris 

Woodman,  Mary  Ann,  see  Hadley  v. 
Robins 

Woodroffe  v.  Heamp 
Woodrow,  see  Froggatt  v.  Woodrow 
Woods,  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty’s 
Woods,  &c.,  see  Sunderland  Dock  Com¬ 
pany  and  Eastern  Counties  Railway 
Woods,  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty’s, 
see  South  Devon  Railway 
Woods  and  Forests,  Commissioners  of,  see 
Herne  Bay 
Woods  v.  Crowfoot 

Woods,  William  George  Clark,  see  An¬ 
drew  Clark 

Woodward  v.  Boulton,  1863,  W. ,  109,  the 
account  of  the  testator,  Gerge  Barnard 
Woodward  v.  Grainger 
Woodward  v.  Woodward 
Woodward,  Eleanor,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  legacies  to  Eleanor  Wood¬ 
ward,  Philip  Coultman,  and  Francis 
Nicholson,  under  the  will  of  Dennet 
Milton  Woodward 

Woodyatt,  John,  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will  of  John  Woodyatt,  de¬ 
ceased,  the  account  of  Cornelius  John 
Jones,  a  Seaman 

Woolcock,  see  Lyddon  v.  Woolcock 
Wooldridge  v.  Nutt,  1864,  W.,  100 
Woolhouse,  Andrew  Mackason,  a  person 
of  unsound  mind.  Money  for  equality 
of  partition  of  freehold  and  copyhold 
estate,  subject  to  duty  as  to  so  much 
thereof  as  devolved  to  the  lunatic  on  the 
decease  of  his  sister,  Louisa  Ann  Wool- 
house 

Woollett,  see  Banfield  v.  Woollett 
Woolley  v.  Gordon 

Woolley,  Robert,  see  Sidden  v.  Forster 
Wolverhampton  and  Walsall  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Wolverhampton  and  Walsall  Railway 
Act,  1865 

Wolverhampton  and  Walsall  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Wolverhampton  and  Walsall  Railway 
Act,  1866 

Wordsworth,  Elizabeth  and  John,  see 
Smith  v.  Parkin 

Wordsworth,  George,  see  Wood,  Mary 


Worlton,  Mary,  see  Great  Western  Rail¬ 
way,  Company 

Worrall,  see  Down  v.  Worrall 
Worrall  v.  Guest,  the  account  of  the  estate 
of  the  testator,  Thomas  Morgan,  pur¬ 
chased  by  Susannah  Adams 
Worskett,  Samuel  Thomas,  see  Knapping 
v.  Tomlinson 

Worthington,  see  Lucas  v.  Worthington 
Worthington  v.  Stratton,  and  Stratton  v. 
Worthington 

Worts,  see  King  v.  Worts 
Wotton  v.  Brydges,  Elizabeth  Coleman, 
late  Scott 
Wray  v.  Brown 

Wreaks,  see  Holdsworth  v.  Wreaks 
Wren  v.  Wren 
Wrench  v.  Jutting 
Wrench  v.  Wynne,  1867,  W.,  99 
Wrench,  Edward  Ommaney,  of  Chester, 
Esq. 

Wrentmore  v.  Scudamore 
Wright,  see  Meynell  v.  Wright 
Wright,  see  Down  v.  Wright 
Wright,  see  Fox  v.  Wright 
Wright,  see  Cokayne’s  estate 
Wright,  see  Sanford  v.  Wright 
Wright,  see  Walker  v.  Wright 
Wright  v.  Mullett 

Wright  v.  Mullett,  the  account  of  the 
share  of  Henry  Hammond  Wright  and 
Edward  Tanner  and  Andrew  Henry 
Thompson,  the  incumbrances  thereon 
Wright  v.  Samuda 
Wright  v.  Sandford 

Wright,  Charles  Edward,  in  the  matter  of 
the  trusts  of  an  indenture  of  the  8th  day 
of  July,  1836,  as  regards  the  shares  of 
Charles  Edward  Wright,  in  the  proceeds 
arising  from  a  policy  of  assurance  on  the 
life  of  Beeston  Wright 
Wright,  Emma  and  Richard,  see  Hunt  v. 
Pratt 

Wright,  Henry  Hammond,  see  Wright  v. 
Mullett 

Wright,  John,  see  Midland  Railway  Com¬ 
pany 

Wright,  John,  Olive,  and  Martha,  see 
Banks  v.  Barnes 

Wright,  Mary,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  four-ninth  parts  of  the  residuary 
estate  of  Mary  Wright,  late  of  Yarm, 
in  the  county  of  York,  Spinster,  de¬ 
ceased,  by  her  will  bequeathed  in  trust 
for  John  Moat  Wright,  Jane  Dodd,  and 
Mary  Tindale 

Wright,  Richard,  in  the  matter  of  the 
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trusts  of  the  will  of  Richard  Wright, 
deceased,  so  far  as  regards  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  two  messuages  or  dwell¬ 
ing-houses  situated  in  Temple-street, 
Chorlton-road,  in  the  parish  of  Man¬ 
chester,  in  the  county  of  Lancaster, 
thereby  devised  in  trust  for  sale 
Wright,  William,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts 
of  the  will  of  William  Wright,  deceased, 
so  far  as  the  same  relate  to  the  legacy 
thereby  given  to  Chas.  Wm.  Wright  Taitt 
Wright,  William,  see  Midland  Counties 
Railway  Company 

Wright,  William,  see  Powles  v.  Jopling 
Wroughton  v.  Wroughton,  and  Wrough- 
ton  v.  Anderson,  the  plate  and  picture 
account 

Wyatt  v.  Wilkens 

Wyatt,  Hugh,  see  London,  Brighton,  and 
South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Wyatt,  Hugh  Penfold,  see  London,  Brigh¬ 
ton  and  South  Coast  Railway  Company 
Wyatt,  Osmond  Arthur,  see  Pontypool, 
Caerlon,  and  Newport  Railway 
Wyche,  see  Warburton  v.  Wyche 
Wyggeston,  William,  see  Attorney-Gen¬ 
eral  v.  the  Chaplain,  &c.,  Hospital  of 
William  Wiggeston 
Wynch  v.  James 

Wynch  v.  Wynch,  in  Master  Wilmot’s  office 
Wyndham,  Sir  Henry,  see  Cockermouth, 
&c.,  Railway  Company 
Wynne,  see  Hughes  v.  Wynne 
Wynne,  see  Dodd  v.  Wynne 
Wynne,  see  Wrench  v.  Wynne,  1867, 

W.,  99 

Wynne,  see  Sutton  v.  Wynne 
Wynne  v.  Price,  the  account  of  Elizabeth 
Williams,  the  annuitant 
Wynne  v.  Price,  the  account  of  Hester 
Wainman,  the  annuitant 
Wynne  v.  Price,  the  account  of  Mary 
Williams 

Wynne  v.  Price,  the  account  of  Elizabeth 
Wynne,  the  annuitant 
Wynne,  John,  a  person  of  unsound  mind, 
proceeds  of  part  of  Garthmeilio  estate 
Yates  v.  Rawlins,  the  account  of  share¬ 
holders  who  have  not  come  in  to  sub¬ 
stantiate  their  claims 

Yarmouth  and  Haddiscoe  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  ex  parte  the,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Yarmouth  and  Haddiscoe  Railway  Act, 
1856 

Yea  v.  Frere,  and  Bowerbank  v.  Picker¬ 
ing,  rents  and  profits  and  produce  of  the 
trust  estate  I 


Yearsley,  in  the  matter  of  the  trusts  of  the 
sum  of  ^438  os.  3d.,  part  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  residuary  real  and  personal 
estate  bequeathed  by  the  will  of  James 
Yearsley,  deceased 

Yeatman,  see  Hutchinson  v.  Yeatman 
Yellowley  v.  Burgh 
Yelverton,  see  Bobb  v.  Yelverton 
Yerbury  v.  Head,  Sarah  Goldsborough’s 
account 

Yerbury  v.  Head,  Eleanor  Yerbury’s  an¬ 
nuity  account 

Yerbury  v.  Head,  Elizabeth  Sarah  Wat¬ 
son’s  account 

Yerbury  v.  Head,  Jemima  Elizabeth  Wat¬ 
son’s  account 

Yerbury  v.  Head,  Rachel  Watson’s  ac¬ 
count 

Yerbury  v.  Head,  Thomas  Watson’s  ac¬ 
count 

Yerrall,  Alexander  and  James,  see  Merry 
v.  Smart 

Yonge,  Elizabeth  Birt  Alice,  see  Daniell 
v.  Helder 

York  Buildings  Company,  see  Huggins  v. 

York  Buildings  Company 
York  and  Newcastle  Railway  Company, 
ex  parte  the,  the  account  of  Samuel 
Chapman 

York,  Duke  of,  the  Duke  of  York  v. 

Duke  of  Newcastle 
Young,  see  Friend  v.  Grove 
Young,  see  Earl  of  Tyrconnel  v.  Young 
Young,  see  Wharton  v.  Denton 
Young,  re,  and  Sander  v.  Young 
Young,  re  Sander  v.  Young,  an  account 
of  the  share  and  interest  of  Thomas 
Bristowe  Young,  deceased,  in  the  part¬ 
nership  estate  and  effects  of  the  late  firm 
of  Loftus  and  Young 
Young  v.  Murray 

Young  v.  Richardson,  the  account  of  the 
legacy  of  ^500  bequeathed  by  the  will 
of  William  Robins,  deceased,  dated  the 
8th  day  of  November,  1831,  to  Sarah 
Robins,  afterwards  Sarah  Frey,  for  her 
life,  with  remainders  over 
Young  v.  Steel,  and  Steel  v.  Young,  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  testator’s 
freehold,  copyhold,  and  leasehold  estates 
Young,  Ann  Jones,  and  Ann  Harriet,  see 
Grant  v.  Young 

Young,  John,  see  Guthrie  v.  Selby 
Yule  v.  Morrison 

Zara  Baths  Company,  in  the  matter  of  the, 
the  account  of  the  unclaimed  dividends 
1  on  shares 
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All  Saints,  Wigan,  see  Regina,  &c.,  v.  All 
Saints,  Wigan 

Anglo- Danubian  Steam  Navigation,  &c., 
Co.  Limited  v.  Rogerson  and  another 
Anglo-Danubian  Steam  Navigation,  &c., 
Company  Limited  v.  Rogerson  and  an¬ 
other 

Brand  v.  Harper 
Biggs,  see  Wheelton  v.  Biggs 
Broomfield,  see  United  Merthyr  Collieries 
Company  Limited  v.  Broomfield 
Billington  v.  Thomas 
Barnard  v.  Wase 
Case  and  others  v.  Harris 
Cherry,  see  United  Merthyr  Collieries 
Company  Limited  v.  Cherry 
Crender  and  Wheal  Abraham  MiningCom- 
pany  Limited  v.  Ludlow 
Cooper,  re  T. 

Doerr,  see  Thomas  v.  Doerr 
Duke,  see  Goslin  v.  Duke 
Elliot,  see  United  Merthyr  Collieries  Com¬ 
pany  Limited  v.  Elliot 
East  and  another  v.  Mercer 
Goslin  v.  Duke  and  another 
Green,  see  Perkins  v.  Green 
Harper,  see  Brand  v.  Harper 
Harris,  see  Case  v.  Harris 
Howes,  see  Stowe  v.  Howes 
Holliday,  see  Klingender  v.  Holliday 
Klingender  and  another  v.  Holliday 

Ludlow,  see  Crender  and  Wheal  Abraham 
United  Mining  Co.  Ltd.  v.  Ludlow 
Mercer,  see  East  v.  Mercer 
Mackay  v.  Page  and  another 
Page,  see  Mackay  v.  Page 
Perkins  v.  Green 

Regina,  on  the  prosecution  of  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners  v.  All  Saints, 
Wigan  and  others  (Churchwardens,  &c. , 
of) 

Rogerson,  see  Anglo-Danubian  Steam 
Navi-gation,  &c.,  Company  Limited  v. 
Rogerson 
Stowe  v.  Howes 

Thomas,  see  Billington  v.  Thomas 
Thomas  v.  Doerr 

United  Merthyr  Collieries  Company  Lim¬ 
ited  v.  Broomfield 

United  Merthyr  Collieries  Company  Lim¬ 
ited  v.  Cherry 

United  Merthyr  Collieries  Company  Lim¬ 
ited  v.  Elliot 

Wase  see  Barnard  v.  Wase 
Wheelton  and  others  v.  Biggs 


COMMON  PLEAS. 

Baldwin,  see  Pickard  v.  Baldwin 
Early,  see  Hupert  v.  Early 
Evans  and  others  v.  Reade 
Flowers  v.  Stone 
Hubert  v.  Early 
Pickard  v.  Baldwin 
Reade,  see  Evans  v.  Reade 
Stone,  see  Flowers  v.  Stone 

EXCHEQUER. 

Argles,  see  Best  v.  Argles 
Bagster  v.  Walker 
Best  v.  Argles 

Blanch,  see  Kreuger  v.  Blanch 
Burt  v.  Etherington  and  another 
Burial  Board  of  St.  Paul’s,  Deptford,  see 
Ffinch  v.  Burial  Board  of  St.  Paul’s, 
Deptford 

Cadman,  see  Stanley  v.  Cadman 
Coleman,  see  Mount  v.  Coleman 
Cork  and  Youghall  Railway  Company,  see 
Lewis  v.  Cork  and  Youghall  Railway 
Company 

East  London  Railway  Company,  see  Whit¬ 
church  v.  East  London  Railway  Co. 
Etherington,  see  Burt  v.  Etherington 
Evans,  see  Morris  v.  Evans 
Ffinch  and  Granville  v.  Burial  Board  of  St. 

Paul’s,  Deptford 
Forbes,  see  Stewart  v.  Forbes 
Furness,  see  Gipps  v.  Furness 
Granville,  see  Ffinch  v.  Burial  Board  of  St. 

Paul’s,  Deptford 
Gipps  v.  Furness 
Kreuger  v.  Blanch 

Lewis  v.  Cork  and  Youghall  Railway  Com¬ 
pany 

Mount  v.  Coleman 
Morris  v.  Evans 

Mottura  (Director,  &c  '  v.  Sichel  and 
others 

Stanley  v.  Cadman 
Stewart  v.  Forbes 
Sichel,  see  Mottura  v.  Sichel 
Sidmouth  Railway  Company,  see  Williams 
v.  Sidmouth  Railway  Company 
Walker,  see  Bagster  v.  Walker 
Whitchurch  and  another  v.  East  London 
Railway  Company 

Williams  v.  Sidmouth  Railway  Company 

PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE. 

Horner  v.  Horner 
Jackson  v.  Jackson 
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“  Clipper  ” 

“Charles  ” 

“  Canada  ” 

“  Expedit  ” 

“  Emerald  ” 

‘  ‘  Lady  Beatrix  ” 

“  Martha  Pope  ” 

“  McGregor  Laird  ” 

‘  ‘  Rajasthen  ” 

“  Water  witch  ” 

• 


QUEEN’S  REMEMBRANCER. 

Ambler,  see  the  King  v.  Ambler 
Anthill,  see  the  King  v.  Anthill 
The  King  v.  Ambler 
The  King  v.  Anthill 
The  King  v.  MacGeorge 
The  King  v.  Snow 
The  King  v.  Taylor 
The  King  v.  Turner 
The  King  v.  Wier 

MacGeorge,  see  The  King  v.  MacGeorge 
Snow,  see  The  King  v.  Snow 
Taylor,  see  The  King  v.  Taylor 
Turner,  see  The  King  v.  T 
Wier,  see  The  King  v.  W 


LAWS  LIMITING  ACTIONS. 


ARRANGEMENT  OF  CLAUSES. 

1.  No  land  or  rent  to  be  recovered  but  within  12  years  after  the  right  of  action 

accrued. 

2.  Provisions  for  case  of  future  estates.  Time  limited  to  six  years  when  person 

entitled  to  the  particular  estate  out  of  possession,  &c. 

3.  In  cases  of  infancy,  coverture,  or  lunacy  at  the  time  when  the  right  of 

action  accrues,  then  six  years  to  be  allowed  from  the  termination  of  the 
disability  or  previous  death. 

4.  No  time  to  be  allowed  for  absence  beyond  seas. 

5.  Thirty  years  utmost  allowance  for  disabilities. 

6.  In  case  of  possession  under  an  assurance  by  a  tenant  in  tail,  which  shall  not 

bar  the  remainders,  they  shall  be  barred  at  the  end  of  12  years  after  that 
period,  at  which  the  assurance,  if  then  executed,  would  have  barred  them. 

7.  Mortgagor  to  be  barred  at  end  of  12  years  from  the  time  when  the  mort¬ 

gagee  took  possession  or  from  the  last  written  acknowledgment. 

8.  Money  charged  upon  land  and  legacies  to  be  deemed  satisfied  at  the  end  of 

12  years  if  no  interest  paid  nor  acknowledgment  given  in  writing  in  the 
meantime. 

9.  Act  to  be  read  with  3&4W.  4.  c.  27.,  of  which  certain  parts  are  repealed, 

and  other  parts  to  be  read  in  reference  to  alteration  by  this  Act.  7  W. 
4.  &  1  Viet.  c.  28.  to  be  read  with  this  Act. 

10.  Time  for  recovering  charges  and  arrears  of  interest  not  to  be  enlarged  by 

express  trusts  for  raising  same 

11.  Short  title. 

12.  Commencement  of  Act. 


CHAPTER  LVII. 

An  Act  for  the  further  Limitation  of  Actions  and  Suits  relating  to  Real  Property. 

[7 th  August  i#74.] 

WHEREAS  it  is  expedient  further  to  limit  the  times  within  which  actions  or 
suits  may  be  brought  for  the  recovery  of  land  or  rent,  and  of  charges  thereon : 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Queen’s  most  Excellent  Majesty,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  this  present 
Parliament  assembled,  and  by  the  authority  of  the  same,  as  follows  : 

1.  After  the  commencement  of  this  Act  no  person  shall  make  an  entry  or 
distress,  or  bring  an  action  or  suit,  to  recover  any  land  or  rent,  but  within  twelve 
years  next  after  the  time  at  which  the  right  to  make  such  entry  or  distress,  or  to 
bring  such  action  or  suit,  shall  have  first  accrued  to  some  person  through  whom 
he  claims  ;  or  if  such  right  shall  not  have  accrued  to  any  person  through  whom 
he  claims/ then  within  twelve  years  next  after  the  time  at  which  the  right  to  make 
such  entry  or  distress,  or  to  bring  such  action  or  suit,  shall  have  first  accrued  to 
the  person  making  or  bringing  the  same. 

2.  A  right  to  make  an  entry  or  distress,  or  to  bring  an  action  or  suit,  to 
recover  any  land  or  rent,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued,  in  respect  of  an 
estate  or  interest  in  reversion  or  remainder,  or  other  future  estate  or  interest,  at 
the  time  at  which  the  same  shall  have  become  an  estate  or  interest  in  possession, 
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by  the  determination  of  any  estate  or  estates  in  respect  of  which  such  land  shall 
have  been  held,  or  the  profits  thereof  or  such  rent  shall  have  been  received, 
notwithstanding  the  person  claiming  such  land  or  rent,  or  some  person  through 
whom  he  claims,  shall  at  any  time  previously  to  the  creation  of  the  estate  or 
estates  which  shall  have  determined,  have  been  in  the  possession  or  receipt  of 
the  profits  of  such  land,  or  in  receipt  of  such  rent :  But  if  the  person  last  entitled 
to  any  particular  estate  on  which  any  future  estate  or  interest  was  expectant 
shall  not  have  been  in  the  possession  or  receipt  of  the  profits  of  such  land,  or  in 
receipt  of  such  rent,  at  the  time  when  his  interest  determined,  no  such  entry  or 
distress  shall  be  made,  and  no  such  action  or  suit  shall  be  brought,  by  any 
person  becoming  entitled  in  possession  to  a  future  estate  or  interest,  but  within 
twelve  years  next  after  the  time  when  the  right  to  make  an  entry  or  distress, 

.  or  to  bring  an  action  or  suit,  for  the  recovery  of  such  land  or  rent,  shall 
have  first  accrued  to  the  person  whose  interest  shall  have  so  determined,  or 
within  six  years  next  after  the  time  when  the  estate  of  the  person  becoming 
entitled  in  possession  shall  have  become  vested  in  possession,  whichever  of  those 
two  periods  shall  be  the  longer  ;  and  if  the  right  of  any  such  person  to  make  such 
entry  or  distress,  or  to  bring  any  such  action  or  suit,  shall  have  been  barred 
under  this  Act,  no  person  afterwards  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  the  same  land  or 
rent  in  respect  of  any  subsequent  estate  or  interest  under  any  deed,  will,  or  settle¬ 
ment,  executed  or  taking  effect  after  the  time  when  a  right  to  make  an  entry  or 
distress,  or  to  bring  an  action  or  suit,  for  the  recovery  of  such  land  or  rent,  shall 
have  first  accrued  to  the  owner  of  the  particular  estate  whose  interest  shall  have 
so  determined  as  aforesaid,  shall  make  any  such  entry  or  distress,  or  bring  any 
such  action  or  suit,  to  recover  such  land  or  rent. 

3.  If  at  the  time  at  which  the  right  of  any  person  to  make  an  entry  or  distress, 
or  to  bring  an  action  or  suit,  to  recover  any  land  or  rent,  shall  have  first  accrued 
as  aforesaid,  such  person  shall  have  been  under  any  of  the  disabilities  herein¬ 
after  mentioned,  (that  is  to  say),  infancy,  coverture,  idiocy,  lunacy,  or 
unsoundness  of  mind,  then  such  person,  or  the  person  claiming  through  him,  may, 
notwithstanding  the  period  of  twelve  years,  or  six  years,  (as  the  case  may  be), 
hereinbefore  limited  shall  have  expired,  make  an  entry  or  distress,  or  bring  an 
action  or  suit,  to  recover  such  land  or  rent,  at  any  time  within  six  years  next  after 
the  time  at  which  the  person  to  whom  such  right  shall  first  have  accrued  shall 
have  ceased  to  be  under  any  such  disability,  or  shall  have  died,  (whichever  of 
those  two  events  shall  have  first  happened.) 

4.  The  time  within  which  any  such  entry  may  be  made,  or  any  such  action  or 
suit  may  be  brought  as  aforesaid,  shall  not  in  any  case  after  the  commencement 
of  this  Act  be  extended  or  enlarged  by  reason  of  the  absence  beyond  seas  during 
all  or  any  part  of  that  time  of  the  person  having  the  right  to  make  such  entry, 
or  to  bring  such  action  or  suit,  or  of  any  person  through  whom  he  claims. 

5.  No  entry,  distress,  action,  or  suit  shall  be  made  or  brought  by  any  person 
who  at  the  time  at  which  his  right  to  make  any  entry  or  distress,  or  to  bring  an 
action  or  suit,  to  recover  any  land  or  rent,  shall  have  first  accrued,  shall  be  under 
any  of  the  disabilities  hereinbefore  mentioned,  or  by  any  person  claiming  through 
him,  but  within  thirty  years  next  after  the  time  at  which  such  right  shall  have 
first  accrued,  although  the  person  under  disability  at  such  time  may  have 
remained  under  one  or  more  of  such  disabilities  during  the  whole  of  such  thirty 
years,  or  although  the  term  of  six  years  from  the  time  at  which  he  shall  have 
ceased  to  be  under  any  such  disability,  or  have  died,  shall  not  have  expired. 

6.  A\  hen  a  tenant  in  tail  of  any  land  or  rent  shall  have  made  an  assurance 
thereof  which  shall  not  operate  to  bar  the  estate  or  estates  to  take  effect  after  or 
in  defeasance  of  his  estate  tail,  and  any  person  shall  by  virtue  of  such  assurance 
at  the  time  of  the  execution  thereof,  or  at  any  time  afterwards,  be  in  possession 
or  receipt  of  the  profits  of  such  land,  or  in  receipt 'of  such  rent,  and  the  same 
person  or  any  other  person  whosoever  (other  than  some  person  entitled  to  such 
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possession  or  receipt  in  respect  of  an  estate  which  shall  have  taken  effect  after 
or  in  defeasance  of  the  estate  tail)  shall  continue  or  be  in  such  possession  or  re¬ 
ceipt  for  the  period  of  twelve  years  next  after  the  commencement  of  the  time  at 
which  such  assurance,  if  it  had  then  been  executed  by  such  tenant  in  tail,  or  the 
person  who  would  have  been  entitled  to  his  estate  tail  if  such  assurance  had  not 
been  executed,  would,  without  the  consent  of  any  other  person,  have  operated 
to  bar  such  estate  or  estates  as  aforesaid,  then,  at  the  expiration  of  such  period  of 
twelve  years,  such  assurance  shall  be  and  be  deemed  to  have  been  effectual  as 
against  any  person  claiming  any  estate,  interest,  or  right  to  take  effect  after  or  in 
defeasance  of  such  estate  tail. 

7.  When  a  mortgagee  shall  have  obtained  the  possession  or  receipt  of  the 
profits  of  any  land  or  the  receipt  of  any  rent  comprised  in  his  mortgage,  the 
mortgagor,  or  any  person  claiming  through  him,  shall  not  bring  any  action  or  suit 
to  redeem  the  mortgage  but  within  twelve  years  next  after  the  time  at  which  the 
mortgagee  obtained  such  possession  or  receipt,  unless  in  the  meantime  an  ac¬ 
knowledgment  in  writing  of  the  title  of  the  mortgagor,  or  of  his  right  to  re¬ 
demption,  shall  have  been  given  to  the  mortgagor  or  some  person  claiming  his 
estate,  or  to  the  agent  of  such  mortgagor  or  person,  signed  by  the  mortgagee  or 
the  person  claiming  through  him  ;  and  in  such  case  no  such  action  or  suit  shall 
be  brought  but  within  twelve  years  next  after  the  time  at  which  such  acknowledge 
ment,  or  the  last  of  such  ackowledgments,  if  more  than  one,  was  given  ;  and  when 
there  shall  be  more  than  one  mortgagor,  or  more  than  one  person  claiming  through 
the  mortgagor  or  mortgagors,  such  acknowledgment,  if  given  to  any  of  such  mort¬ 
gagors  or  persons,  or  his  or  their  agent,  shall  be  as  effectual  as  if  the  same  had  been 
given  to  all  such  mortgagors  or  persons;  but  where  there  shall  be  more  than  one 
mortgagee,  or  more  than  one  person  claiming  the  estate  or  interest  of  the  mortgagee 
or  mortgagees,  such  acknowledgment,  signed  by  one  or  more  of  such  mortgagees 
or  persons,  shall  be  effectual  only  as  against  the  party  or  parties  signing  as  aforesaid, 
and  the  person  or  persons  claiming  any  part  of  the  mortgage  money  or  land  or 
rent  by,  from,  or  under  him  or  them,  and  any  person  or  perons  entitled  to  any 
estate  or  estates,  interest  or  interests,  to  take  effect  after  or  in  defeasance  of  his 
or  their  estate  or  estates,  interest  or  interests,  and  shall  not  operate  to  give  to  the 
mortgagor  or  mortgagors  a  right  to  redeem  the  mortgage  as  against  the  person  or 
persons  entitled  to  any  other  undivided  or  divided  part  of  the  money  or  land  or 
rent ;  and  where  such  of  the  mortgagees  or  persons  aforesaid  as  shall  have  given 
such  acknowledgment  shall  be  entitled  to  a  divided  part  of  the  land  or  rent  com¬ 
prised  in  the  mortgage,  or  some  estate  or  interest  therein,  and  not  to  any  ascer¬ 
tained  part  of  the  mortgage  money,  the  mortgagor  or  mortgagors  shall  be  entitled 
to  redeem  the  same  divided  part  of  the  land  or  rent  on  payment,  with  interest,  of 
the  part  of  the  mortgage  money  which  shall  bear  the  same  proportion  to  the 
whole  of  the  mortgage  money  as  the  value  of  such  divided  part  of  the  land  or 
rent  shall  bear  to  the  value  of  the  whole  of  the  land  or  rent  comprised  in  the 
mortgage. 

8.  No  action  or  suit  or  other  proceeding  shall  be  brought  to  recover  any  sum 
of  money  secured  by  any  mortgage,  judgment,  or  lien,  or  otherwise  charged 
upon  or  payable  out  of  any  land  or  rent  at  law  or  in  equity,  or  any  legacy,  but 
within  twelve  years  next  after  a  present  right  to  receive  the  same  shall  have  ac¬ 
crued  to  some  person  capable  of  giving  a  discharge  for  or  release  of  the  same, 
unless  in  the  mean  time  some  part  of  the  principal  money,  or  some  interest 
thereon,  shall  have  been- paid,  or  some  acknowledgment  of  the  right  thereto  shall 
have  been  given  in  writing  signed  by  the  person  by  whom  the  same  shall  be  pay¬ 
able,  or  his  agent,  to  the  person  entitled  thereto,  or  his  agent;  and  in  such  case  no 
such  action  or  suit  or  proceeding  shall  be  brought  but  within  twelve  years  after 
such  payment  or  acknowledgment,  or  the  last  of  such  payments  or  acknowledg¬ 
ments,  if  more  than  one,  was  given. 

9.  From  and  after  the  commencement  of  this  Act  all  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
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passed  in  the  session  of  the  third  and  fourth  years  of  the  reign  of  His  late  Maj¬ 
esty  King  William  the  Fourth,  chapter  twenty-seven,  except  those  contained  in 
the  several  sections  thereof  next  hereinafter  mentioned,  shall  remain  in  full  force, 
and  shall  be  construed  together  with  this  Act,  and  shall  take  effect  as  if  the 
provisions  hereinbefore  contained  were  substituted  in  such  Act  for  the  provisions 
contained  in  the  sections  thereof  numbered  two,  five,  sixteen,  seventeen,  twenty- 
three,  twenty-eight,  and  forty  respectively  (which  several  sections,  from  and  after 
the  comencement  of  this  Act,  shall  be  repealed),  and  as  if  the  term  of  six  years 
had  been  mentioned,  instead  of  the  term  of  ten  years,  in  the  section  of  the 
said  Aet  numbered  eighteen,  and  the  period  of  twelve  years  had  been  mentioned 
in  the  said  section  eighteen  instead  of  the  period  of  twenty  years  ;  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  session  of  the  seventh  year  of  the  reign  of  His 
late  Majesty  King  William  the  Fourth,  and.  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chapter  twenty-eight,  shall  remain  in  full  force,  and  be  construed 
together  with  this  Act,  as  if  the  period  of  twelve  years  had  been  therein  men¬ 
tioned  instead  of  the  period  of  twenty  years. 

10.  After  the  commencement  of  this  Act  no  action,  suit,  or  other  proceeding 
shall  be  brought  to  recover  any  sum  of  money  or  legacy  charged  upon  or  payable 
out  of  any  land  or  rent,  at  law  or  in  equity,  and  secured  by  an  express  trust,  or  to 
recover  any  arrears  of  rent  or  of  interest  in  respect  of  any  sum  of  money  or  legacy 
so  charged  or  payable  and  so  secured,  or  any  damages  in  respect  of  such  arrears, 
except  within  the  time  within  which  the  same  would  be  recoverable  if  there  were 
not  any  such  trust. 

11.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “  Real  Property  Limitation  Act,  1874.” 

12.  This  Act  shall  commence  and  come  into  operation  on  the  first  day  of 
January  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-nine. 


CHAPTER  XXVIII. 

An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Third  and  Fourth  Years  of  His  late  Majesty ,  for  the 
Limitation  of  Actions  and  Suits  relating  to  Real  Property ,  and  for  simplifying  the 
Remedies  for  trying  the  Rights  thereto .  [$d  July,  1837.] 

WHEREAS  Doubts  have  been  entertained  as  to  the  Effect  of  a  certain  Act 
of  Parliament  made  in  the  Third  and  Fourth  Years  of  His  late  Majesty  King 
William  the  Fourth,  intituled  “An  Act  for  the  Limitation  of  Actions  and  Suits 
relating  to  real  Property,  and  for  simplifying  the  Remedies  for  trying  the  Rights 
thereto,’ ’  so  far  as  the  same  relates  to  Mortgages  ;  and  it  is  expedient  that  such 
Doubts  should  be  removed :  Be  it  declared  and  enacted  by  the  Queen’s  most 
Excellent  Majesty,  by  and  with  the  Advice  and  Consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual 
and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  this  present  Parliament  assembled,  and  by  the 
Authority  of  the  same,  That  it  shall  and  may  be  lawful  for  any  person  entitled 
to  or  claiming  under  any  Mortgage  of  Land,  being  Land  within  the  Definition 
contained  in  the  First  Section  of  the  said  Act,  to  make  an  Entry  or  bring  an  Action 
at  Law  or  Suit  in  Equity  to  recover  such  Land  at  any  Time  within  Twenty  Years 
next  after  the  last  Payment  of  any  Part  of  the  Principal  Money  or  Interest  secured 
by  such  Mortgage,  although  more  than  Twenty  Years  may  have  elapsed  since  the 
Time  at  which  the  Right  to  make  such  Entry  or  bring  such  Action  or  Suit  in 
Equity  shall  have  first  accrued  anything  in  the  said  Act  notwithstanding. 
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CHAPTER  XXXVIII. 

An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Law  of  Property. 

[23^ Jub->  i860.] 

BE  it  enacted  by  the  Queen’s  most  Excellent  Majesty,  by  and  with  the  Advice 
and  Consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  this  present 
Parliament  assembled,  and  by  the  Authority  of  the  same,  <as  follows : 

I.  Whereas  it  is  desirable  to  place  Freehold,  Copyhold,  and  Customary  Estates 
on  the  same  Footing  with  Leasehold  Estates,  in  respect  of  Judgments,  Statutes, 
and  Recognizances  as  against  Purchasers  and  Mortgagees,  and  also  to  enable  Pur¬ 
chasers  and  Mortgagees  of  Estates,  whether  Freehold,  Copyhold,  or  Customary 
or  Leasehold,  to  ascertain  when  Execution  has  issued  on  any  Judgment,  Statute, 
or  Recognizance,  and  to  protect  them  against  Delay  in  the  Execution  of  the 
Writ .  Be  it  therefore  enacted,  That  no  Judgment,  Statute,  or  Recognizance  to  be 
entered  up  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall  effect  any  Land  (of  whatever 
Tenure)  as  a  bona  fide  Purchaser  for  valuable  Consideration,  or  a  Mortgagee, 
(whether  such  purchaser  or  Mortgagee  have  Notice  or  not  of  any  such  Judgment, 
Statute  or  Recognizance,)  unless  a  Writ  or  other  due  Process  of  Execution  of 
such  Judgment,  Statute,  or  Recognizance  shall  have  been  issued  and  registered 
as  hereinafter  is  mentioned  before  the  Execution  of  the  Conveyance  or  Mortgage 
to  him,  and  the  Payment  of  the  Purchase  or  Mortgage  Money  by  him  :  Provided 
always,  that  no  Judgment,  Statute,  or  Recognizance  to  be  entered  up  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  nor  any  Writ  of  Execution  or  other  Process  thereon,  shall 
affect  any  Land  of  whatever  Tenure  as  to  a  bona  fide  Purchaser  or  Mortgagee, 
although  Execution  or  other  Process  shall  have  issued  thereon,  and  have  been 
duly  registered,  unless  such  Execution  or  other  Process  shall  be  executed  and  put 
in  force  within  Three  Calendar  Months  from  the  Time  when  it  was  registered. 

II.  The  Registry  hereinbefore  required  of  any  Writ  of  Execution,  or  other 
due  Process  on  any  Judgment,  Statute,  or  Recognizance,  in  order  to  bind  a  Pur¬ 
chaser  or  Mortgagee,  shall  be  made  by  a  Memorandum  or  Minute  referring  to  the 
Judgment,  Statute,  or  Recognizance  already  registered,  so  as  to  connect  the 
Registry  of  the  Writ  of  Execution  or  other  Process  therewith  ;  such  Memorandum 
or  Minute  to  be  left  with  the  Senior  Master  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  at 
Westminster,  who  shall  forthwith  enter  the  Particulars  in  a  Book  in  alphabetical 
Order  by  the  Name  of  the  Person  in  whose  Behalf  the  Judgment,  Statute,  or 
Recognizance  upon  which  the  Writ  of  Execution  or  other  Process  issued  was  reg¬ 
istered,  and  also  the  Year  and  the  Day  of  the  Month  when  every  such  Memor¬ 
andum  or  Minute  is  left  with  him,  and  such  officer  shall  be  entitled  for  any  such 
Registry  to  the  Sum  of  Five  Shillings ;  and  all  Persons  shall  be  at  liberty  to  search 
the  same  Book,  in  addition  to  all  the  other  Books  in  the  same  Office,  on  Payment 
of  the  Sum  of  One  Shilling  only :  And  all  the  Provisions  in  this  Act  in  regard  to 
Writs  of  Execution  or  other  Process  and  the  Registry  thereof,  or  otherwise  relat¬ 
ing  thereto,  shall  extend,  mutatis  mutandis ,  to  Writs  of  Execution  or  other  due 
Process  issuing  on  Judgments  of  the  several  Courts  of  Common  Pleas  of  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  and  of  Pleas  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Durham' 
But  none  of  these  Provisions  are  to  extend  to  Ireland. 

HI*  And  whereas  by  an  Act  passed  in  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Years  of  Their 
late  Majesties  King  William  and  Queen  Mary,  intituled  “  An  Act  for  the  better 
Discovery  of  Judgments  in  the  Courts  of  King’s  Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and 
Exchequer  in  Westminster,”  it  was  enacted,  that  no  Judgment  not  docketed  and 
entered  in  Books  in  the  Manner  thereby  provided  should  effect  any  Lands  or 
Tenements  as  to  Purchasers  or  Mortgagees,  or  have  any  preference  against  Heirs, 
Executors,  or  Administrators  in  their  Administration  of  their  Ancestors,  Testa¬ 
tors,  or  Intestates  Estates:  And  whereas  by  several  later  Acts  Judgments  are 
required  to  be  registered  with  more  Particulars  than  were  required  by 
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the  said  recited  Act  ;  and  it  is  thereby  enacted  that  Judgments  not  so  registered 
shall  not  affect  any  Lands,  Tenements,  or  Hereditaments  as  to  Purchasers, 
Mortgagees,  or  Creditors  unless  and  until  the  same  shall  be  registered  in 
manner  thereby  required;  and  in  obedience  to  a  Direction  in  One  of  the  same 
Acts  contained  the  Dockets  existing  under  the  said  first-recited  Act  have  been 
finally  closed :  And  whereas  the  said  several  later  Acts  do  not  expressly  enact 
that  Judgments  not  docketed  as  thereby  required  shall  not  have  any  Preference 
against  Heirs,  Executors,  or  Administrators  in  their  Administration  of  their 
Ancestors,  Testators,  or  Intestates  Estates,  in  consequence  whereof  such  Heirs, 
Executors,  or  Administrators  have  been  held  to  have  lost  the  Protection  which 
they  enjoyed  under  the  said  first-recited  Act,  and  it  is  expedient  that  the  same 
should  be"  restored:  Be  it  therefore  declared  and  enacted,  That  no  Judgment 
which  has  not  already  been  or  which  shall  not  hereafter  be  entered  or  docketed 
under  the  several  Acts  now  in  force,  and  which  passed  subsequently  to  the  said 
Act  of  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Years  of  King  William  and  Queen  Mary,  so  as  to 
bind  Lands,  Tenements,  or  Hereditaments  as  against  Purchasers,  Mortgagees,  or 
Creditors,  shall  have  any  Preference  against  Heirs,  Executors,  or  Administrators 
in  their  Administration  of  their  Ancestors,  Testators,  or  Intestates  Estates. 

IV.  No  Judgments  which  since  the  passing  of  an  Act  of  the  First  and  Second 
Years  of  Her  Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  intituled  “An  Act  for  abolishing  Arrest 
on  Mesne  Process  in  Civil  Actions  except  in  certain  Cases,  for  extending  the 
Remedies  of  Creditors  against  the  Property  of  Debtors,  and  for  amending  the 
Laws  for  the  Relief  of  Insolvent  Debtors,  in  England,  (being  one  of  the  Acts 
hereinbefore  referred  to,)  have  been  registered  under  the  Provisions  therein 
contained,  or  contained  in  the  later  Act  of  the  Second  and  Third  Years  of  Queen 
Victoria,  Chapter  Eleven,  as  explained  and  amended  by  the  Act  of  the  Session 
of  the  Eighteenth  and  Nineteenth  Years  of  Queen  Victoria,  Chapter  Fifteen, 
(being  Two  other  of  the  Acts  hereinbefore  referred  to,)  or  which  shall  hereafter 
be  so  registered,  shall  have  any  Preference  againt  Heirs,  Executors,  or  Adminis¬ 
trators  in  their  Administration  of  their  Executors,  Testators,  or  Intestates  Estates, 
unless  at  the  Death  of  the  Testator  or  Intestate  Five  Years  shall  not  have  elapsed 
from  the  Date  of  the  Entry  thereof  on  the  Docket  or  from  the  only  or  last 
Re-registry  thereof,  as  the  Case  may  be,  which  Re-registry  from  Time  to  Time 
is  hereby  authorized  to  be  made  in  manner  directed  by  the  said  Act  of  the  Second 
and  Third  of  Queen  Victoria,  as  explained  and  amended  by  the  Act  of  the 
Eighteenth  and  Nineteenth  of  Queen  Victoria  ;  but  it  shall  be  deemed  sufficient 
to  secure  such  Preference  as  aforesaid,  if  such  a  Memorandum  as  was  required  in 
the  first  instance  is  again  left  with  the  Senior  Master  of  the  Common  Pleas  within 
Five  Years  before  the  Death  of  the  Testator  or  Intestate,  although  more  than  Five 
Years  shall  have  expired  by  Effluxion  of  Time  since  the  last  previous  Registra¬ 
tion,  before  such  last-mentioned  Memorandum  or  minute  was  left;  and  so  toties 
quoties  upon  every  Re-registry. 

V.  In  the  Construction  of  the  previous  Provisions  the  term  Judgment  shall  be 
taken  to  include  registered  Decrees,  Orders  of  Courts  of  Equity  and  Bankruptcy, 
and  other  Orders  having  the  Operation  of  a  Judgment. 

VI.  Where  any  actual  Waiver  of  the  benefit  of  any  Covenant  or  Condition  in 
any  Lease  on  the  Part  of  any  Lessor,  or  his  Heirs,  Executors,  Administrators,  or 
Assigns,  shall  be  proved  to  have  taken  place  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  in  any 
one  particular  Instance,  such  actual  Waiver  shall  not  be  assumed  or  deemed  to 
extend  to  any  Instance  or  any  Breach  of  Covenant  or  Condition  other  than  that 
to  which  such  Waiver  shall  specially  relate,  nor  to  be  a  general  Waiver  of  the 
Benefit  of  any  such  Covenant  or  Condition,  unless  an  Intention  to  that  Effect 
shall  appear. 

VII.  Where  by  any  Instrument  any  Hereditaments  have  been  or  shall  be 
limited  to  Uses,  all  Uses  thereunder,  whether  expressed  or  implied  by  Law,  and 
whether  immediate  or  future,  or  contingent  or  executory,  or  to  be  declared  under 
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any  Power  therein  contained,  shall  take  effect  when  and  as  they  arise  by  force  of 
and  by  relation  to  the  Estate  and  Seisin  originally  vested  in  the  Person  seised  to 
the  Uses,  and  the  continued  Existence  in  him  or  elsewhere  of  any  Seisin  to  Uses 
or  Scintilla  juris  shall  not  be  deemed  necessary  for  the  Support  of  or  to  give 
Effect  to  future  or  contingent  or  executory  Uses,  nor  shall  any  such  Seisin  to 
Uses  or  Scintilla  juris  be  deemed  to  be  suspended,  or  to  remain  or  to  subsist  in 
him  or  elsewhere. 

VIII.  The  Section  Twenty-four  in  the  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  Twenty- 
second  and  Twenty-third  of  Queen  Victoria,  Chapter  Thirty-five,  sh*all  be  read 
and  construed  as  if  the  Words  “or  Mortgagee  ”  had  followed  the  Word 
“  Purchaser’ ’  in  every  Place  where  the  latter  Word  is  introduced  in  the  said 
Section. 

IX.  Where  any  Trustee,  Executor,  or  Administrator  shall  apply  for  the 
Opinion,  Advice,  or  Direction  of  a  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  under  the 
Thirtieth  Section  of  the  Act  of  the  Twenty-second  and  Twenty-third  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  Chapter  Thirty-five,  the  Petition  or  Statement  shall  be  signed 
by  Counsel,  and  the  Judge  by  whom  it  is  to  be  answered  may  require  the  Peti¬ 
tioner  or  Applicant  to  attend  him  by  Counsel  either  in  Chambers  or  in  Court 
where  he  deems  it  necessary  to  have  the  Assistance  of  Counsel. 

X.  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Keeper  or  Lords  Commis¬ 
sioners  for  the  Custody  of  the  Great  Seal  of  England,  with  the  Advice  and  Assist¬ 
ance  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  the  Lords  Justices  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Chancery,  and  the  Vice-Chancellors  of  the  said  Court,  or  any  Three  of  them, 
and  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  with  the  Advice  and  Assistance  of  the 
Lords  Justices  of  Appeal  and  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland,  to  make  such 
General  Orders  from  Time  to  Time  as  to  the  Investment  of  Cash  under  the 
Control  of  the  Court,  either  in  the  Three  per  Cent.  Consolitated  or  Reduced  or 
New  Bank  Annuities,  or  in  such  other  Stocks,  Funds,  or  Securities  as  he  or  they 
shall,  with  such  Advice  or  Assistance,  see  fit  ‘  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  Lord  Keeper  or  Lords  Commissioners  in  England,  and  for  the  Lord 
Chancellor  in  Ireland,  to  make  such  Orders  as  he  or  they  shall  deem  proper  for 
the  Conversion  of  any  Three  per  Cent.  Bank  Annuities  now  standing  or  which 
may  hereafter  stand  in  the  Name  of  the  Accountant-General  of  the  said  Court  of 
Chancery,  in  trust  in  any  Cause  or  Matter,  into  any  such  other  Stocks,  Funds, 
or  Securities  upon  which,  by  any  such  General  Order  as  aforesaid,  Cash  under 
the  Control  of  the  Court  may  be  invested  ;  all  Orders  for  such  Conversion  of 
Bank  Annuities  into  other  Funds  or  Securities  to  be  made  upon  Petition  to  be 
presented  by  any  of  the  Parties  interested  in  a  summary  Way,  and  such  Parties 
shall  be  served  with  Notice  thereof  as  the  Court  shall  direct. 

XI.  When  any  such  General  Order  as  aforesaid  shall  have  been  made  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  trustees,  Executors,  or  Administrators  having  Power  to  invest  their 
Trust  Funds  upon  Government  Securities,  or  upon  Parliamentary  Stocks,  Funds, 
or  Securities,  or  any  of  them,  to  invest  such  Trust  Funds,  or  any  Part  thereof, 
in  any  of  the  Stocks,  Funds,  or  Securities  in  or  upon  which  by  such  General 
Order  Cash  under  the  Control  of  the  Court  may  from  Time  to  Time  be  invested. 

XII.  Clause  Thirty-two  of  the  said  Act  of  the  Twenty-second  and  Twenty- 
third  of  Queen  Victoria,  Chapter  Thirty-five,  shall  operate  retrospectively. 

XIII.  Whereas  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  of  the  Third  and  Fourth  of  William 
the  Fourth,  Chapter  Twenty-seven,  Section  Forty,  it  was  enacted  that  after  the 
Thirty-first  day  of  December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no 
Action  or  Suit  or  other  Proceeding  should  be  brought  to  recover  any  Sum  of 
Money  secured  by  any  Mortgage,  Judgment  or  Lien,  or  otherwise,  charged  upon 
or  payable  out  of  any  Land  or  Rent,  at  Law  or  in  Equity,  or  any  Legacy,  but 
within  Twenty  Years  next  after  a  present  Right  to  receive  the  same  should  have 
accrued  to  some  Person,  capable  of  giving  a  Discharge  for  or  Release  of  the 
same,  unless  such  Acknowledgment  in  Writing  or  Payment  of  Principal  or 
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Interest  as  therein  mentioned  should  have  been  given  or  made,  and  then  within 
Twenty  Years  next  after  such  Payment  or  Acknowledgment,  or  the  last  of  such 
Payments  or  Acknowledgments:  And  whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the  said 
Enactment  should  be  extended  to  the  Case  of  Claims  to  the  Estates  of  Persons 
dying  intestate  :  Be  it  therefore  enacted,  That  after  the  Thirty-first  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty  no  Suit  or  other  Proceeding 
shall  be  brought  to  recover  the  Personal  Estate,  or  any  Share  of  the  Personal 
Estate,  of  any  Person  dying  intestate,  possessed  by  the  legal  personal  Represen¬ 
tative  of  sudh  Intestate,  but  within  Twenty  Years  next  after  a  present  Right  to 
receive  the  same  shall  have  accrued  to  some  Person  capable  of  giving  a  Discharge 
for  or  Release  of  the  same,  unless  in  the  meantime  some  Part  of  such  Estate  or 
Share,  or  some  Interest  in  respect  thereof,  shall  have  been  accounted  for  or  paid, 
or  some  Acknowledgment  of  the  Right  thereto  shall  have  been  given  in  Writing, 
signed  by  the  Person  accountable  for  the  same,  or  his  Agent,  to  the  Person 
entitled  thereto,  or  his  Agent  ;  and  in  such  Case  no  such  Action  or  Suit  shall  be 
brought,  but  within  Twenty  Years  after  such  Accounting,  Payment,  or  Acknowl¬ 
edgment,  or  the  last  of  such  Accountings,  Payments,  or  Acknowledgments,  if 
more  than  One  was  made  or  given. 

XIV.  The  Order  to  take  an  Account  of  the  Debts  and  Liabilities  affecting  the 
Personal  Estate  of  a  deceased  Person,  pursuant  to  the  Nineteenth  Section  of  the 
Act  of  the  Thirteenth  and  Fourteenth  Years  of  Victoria,  Chapter  Thirty-five,  may 
be  made  immediately,  or  at  any  Time  after  Probate  or  Letters  of  Administration 
shall  have  been  granted  ;  and  such  Order  may  be  made  either  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery  upon  Motion  or  Petition  of  course,  or  by  a  Judge  of  the  said  Court, 
sitting  at  Chambers,  upon  a  Summons  in  the  Form  used  for  originating  Proceed¬ 
ings  at  Chambers  ;  and  after  any  such  Order  shall  have  been  made,  the  said 
Court  or  Judge  may,  on  the  Application  of  the  Executors  or  Administrators,  by 
Motion  or  Summons,  restrain  or  suspend,  until  the  Account  directed  by  such 
Order  shall  have  been  taken,  any  Proceedings  at  Law  against  such  Executors  or 
Administrators  by  any  Person  having,  or  claiming  to  have,  any  Demand  upon  the 
Estate  of  the  deceased,  by  reason  of  any  Debt  or  Liability  due  from  the  Estate  of 
the  deceased,  upon  such  Notice  and  Terms  and  Conditions  (if  any)  as  to  the  said 
Court  or  Judge  shall  seem  just;  and  the  Judge,  in  taking  an  Account  of  Debts 
and  Liabilities  pursuant  to  any  such  Order,  shall,  on  the  Application  of  the  Exe¬ 
cutors  or  Administrators,  be  at  liberty  to  direct  that  the  Particulars  only  of  any 
Claim  or  claims  which  may  be  brought  in  pursuance  to  any  such  Order  shall  be 
certified  by  his  Chief  Clerk,  without  any  Adjudication  thereon  ;  and  any  Notices 
for  Creditors  to  come  in  which  may  be  published  in  pursuance  of  any  such  Order 
shall  have  the  same  Force  and  Effect  as  if  such  Notices  had  been  given  by  the 
Executors  or  Administrators  in  pursuance  of  the  Twenty-ninth  Section  of  the  Act 
of  the  Twenty-second  and  Twenty-third  Years  of  Victoria,  Chapter  Thirty-five. 

XV.  This  Act  is  not  to  extend  to  Scotland,  nor  are  any  of  the  Clauses,  except 
Clause  Six  and  the  subsequent  Clauses,  to  extend  to  Ireland. 


CHAPTER  XXVII. 

An  Act  for  the  Limitation  of  Actions  and  Suits  7'elating  to  Real  Property ,  and  for 
simplifying  the  Remedies  for  trying  the  Rights  thereto.  [24 th  July ,  1833.] 

BE  it  enacted  by  the  King’s  most  Excellent  Majesty,  by  and  with  the  Advice 
and  Consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  this  present 
Parliament  assembled,  and  by  the  Authority  of  the  same,  That  the  Words  and 
Expressions  hereinafter  mentioned,  which  in  their  ordinary  Signification  have  a 
more  confined  or  a  different  Meaning,  shall  in  this  Act,  except  where  the  Nature 
of  the  Provision  or  the  Context  of  the  Act  shall  exclude  such  Construction,  be 
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interpreted  as  follows :  (that  is  to  say,)  the  Word  ‘ ‘  Land  ”  shall  extend  to  Manors, 
Messuages,  and  all  other  corporeal  Hereditaments  whatsoever,  and  also  to  Tithes 
(other  than  Tithes  belonging  to  a  Spiritual  or  Eleemosynary  Corporation  Sole), 
and  also  to  any  Share,  Estate,  or  Interest  in  them  or  any  of  them,  whether  the 
same  shall  be  a  Freehold  or  Chattel  Interest,  and  whether  Freehold  or  Copyhold, 
or  held  according  to  any  other  Tenure  ;  and  the  word  “  Rent”  shall  extend  to  all 
Heriots,  and  to  all  Services  and  Suits  for  which  a  Distress  may  be  made,  and  to 
all  Annuities  and  periodical  Sums  of  Money  charged  upon  or  payable  out  of  any 
Land  (except  Moduses  or  Compositions  belonging  to  a  Spiritual  or  Eleemosynary 
Corporation  Sole);  and  the  Person  through  whom  another  Person  is  said  to  claim 
shaW  mean  any  Person  by,  through,  or  under,  or  by  the  Act  of  whom  the  Person 
so  claiming  became  entitled  to  the  Estate  or  Interest  claimed,  as  Heir,  Issue  in 
Tail,  Tenant  by  the  Courtesy  of  England,  Tenant  in  Dower,  Successor,  special 
or  general  Occupant,  Executor,  Administrator,  Legatee,  Husband,  Assignee, 
Appointee,  Devisee,  or  otherwise,  and  also  any  Person  who  was  entitled  to  an 
Estate  or  Interest  to  which  the  Person  so  claiming,  or  some  Person  through  whom 
he  claims,  became  entitled  as  Lord  by  Escheat ;  and  the  word  “  Person  ”  shall 
extend  to  a  Body  Politic,  Corporate  or  Collegiate,  and  to  a  Class  of  Creditors  or 
other  Persons  as  well  as  an  Individual ;  and  every  Word  importing  the  Singular 
Number  only  shall  extend  and  be  applied  to  several  Persons  or  Things  as  well  as 
One  Person  or  Thing  ;  and  Every  Word,  importing  the  Masculine  Gender  only 
shall  extend  and  be  applied  to  a  Female  as  well  as  a  Male. 

II.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  Thirty-first  Day  of  December 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  Person  shall  make  an  Entry  or 
Distress  or  bring  an  action  to  recover  any  Land  or  Rent  but  within  Twenty 
Years  next  after  the  Time  at  which  the  Right  o  make  such  Entry  or  Distress  or 
to  bring  such  Action  shall  have  first  accrued  to  some  Person  through  whom  he 
claims,  or  if  such  Right  shall  not  have  accrued  to  any  Person  through  whom  he 
claims,  then  within  Twenty  Years  next  after  the  Time  at  which  the  Right  to  make 
such  Entry  or  Distress  or  to  bring  such  Action  shall  have  first  accrued  to  the 
Person  making  or  bringing  the  same. 

III.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  in  the  Construction  of  this  Act  the  Right 
to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  bring  an  Action  to  recover  any  Land  or  Rent 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued  at  such  Time  as  hereinafter  is  mentioned  ; 
(that  is  to  say,)  when  the  Person  claiming  such  Land  or  Rent,  or  some  Person 
through  whom  he  claims,  shall,  in  respect  of  the  Estate  or  Interest  claimed,  have 
been  in  possession  or  in  receipt  of  the  Profits  of  such  Land,  or  in  receipt  of  such 
Rent,  and  shall  while  entitled  thereto  have  been  dispossessed,  or  have  discon¬ 
tinued  such  Possession  or  Receipt,  then  such  Right  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first 
accrued  at  the  Time  of  such  Dispossession  or  Discontinuance  of  Possession,  or  at 
the  last  Time  at  which  any  such  Profits  or  Rent  were  or  was  so  received  ;  and 
when  the  Person  claiming  such  Land  or  Rent  shall  claim  the  Estate  or  Interest 
of  some  deceased  Person  who  shall  have  continued  in  such  Possession  or  Receipt 
imrespect  of  the  same  Estate  or  Interest  until  the  Time  of  his  Death,  and  shall 
have  been  the  last  Person  entitled  to  such  Estate  or  Interest  who  shall  have  been 
in  such  Possession  or  Receipt,  then  such  Right  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first 
accrued  at  the  Time  of  such  Death  ;  and  when  the  Person  claiming  such  Land  or 
Rent  shall  claim  in  respect  of  an  Estate  or  Interest  in  Possession  granted, 
appointed,  or  otherwise  assured  by  any  Instrument  (other  than  a  Will )  to  him, 
or  some  Person  through  whom  he  claims,  by  a  Person  being  in  respect  of  the  same 
Estate  or  Interest  in  the  Possession  or  Receipt  of  the  Profits  of  the  Land,  or  in 
the  Receipt  of  the  Rent,  and  no  Person  entitled  under  such  Instrument  shall 
have  been  in  such  Possession  or  Receipt,  then  such  Right  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  first  accrued  at  the  Time  at  which  the  Person  claiming  as  aforesaid,  or  the 
Person  through  whom  he  claims,  became  entitled  to  such  Possession  or  Receipt 
by  virtue  of  such  Instrument ;  and  when  the  Estate  or  Interest  claimed  shall  have 
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been  an  Estate  or  Interest  in  Revision  or  Remainder,  or  other  future  Estate  or 
Interest,  and  no  Person  shall  have  obtained  the  Possession  or  Receipt  of  the 
Profits  of  such  Land  or  the  Receipt  of  such  Rent  in  respect  of  such  Estate  or 
Interest,  then  such  Right  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued  at  the  Time  at 
which  such  Estate  or  Interest  became  an  Estate  or  Interest  in  Possesssion;  and 
when  the  Person  claiming  such  Land  or  Rent,  or  the  Person  through  whom  he 
claims,  shall  have  become  entitled  by  reason  of  any  Forfeiture  or  Breach  of  Con¬ 
dition,  then  such  Right  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued  when  such  Forfeiture 
was  incurred  or  such  Condition  was  broken. 

IV.  Provided  always,  That  when  any  Right  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or 
to  bring  an  Action  to  recover  any  Land  or  Rent,  by  reason  of  any  Forfeiture  or 
Breach  of  Condition,  shall  have  first  accrued  in  respect  of  any  Estate  or  Interest 
in  Reversion  or  Remainder,  and  the  Land  or  Rent  shall  not  have  been  recovered 
by  virtue  of  such  Right,  the  Right  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  bring  an 
Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued  in 
respect  of  such  Estate  or  Interest  at  the  Time  when  the  same  shall  have  become 
an  Estate  or  Interest  in  Possession,  as  if  no  such  Forfeiture  or  Breach  of  Condi¬ 
tion  had  happened. 

V.  Provided  also,  That  a  Right  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  to  bring  an 
Action  to  recover  any  Land  or  Rent  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued,  in 
respect  of  an  Estate  or  Interest  in  Reversion,  at  the  Time  at  which  the  same  shall 
have  become  an  Estate  or  Interest  in  Possession  by  the  Determination  of  any 
Estate  or  Estates  in  respect  of  which  such  Land  shall  have  been  held,  or  the 
profits  thereof  or  such  Rent  shall  have  been  received,  notwithstanding  the  Person 
claiming  such  Land,  or  some  Person- through  whom  he  claims,  hall  at  any  Time 
previously  to  the  Creation  of  the  Estate  or  Estates  which  shall  have  determined 
have  been  in  possession  or  receipt  of  the  Profits  of  such  Land,  or  in  receipt  of 
such  Rent. 

VI.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  for  the  Purposes  of  this  Act  an  Admini¬ 
strator  Claiming  the  Estate  or  Interest  of  the  deceased  Person  of  whose  Chattels 
he  shall  be  appointed  Administrator  shall  be  deemed  to  claim  as  if  there  had 
been  no  Interval  of  Time  between  the  Death  of  such  deceased  Person  and  the 
Grant  of  the  Letters  of  Administration. 

VII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  Person  shall  be  in  possession 
or  in  receipt  of  the  Profits  of  any  Land  or  in  receipt  of  any  Rent,  as  Tenant  at 
Will,  the  Right  of  the  Person  entitled  subject  thereto,  or  of  the  Person  through 
whom  he  claims,  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  bring  an  Action  to  recover  such 
Land  or  Rent,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued,  either  at  the  Determination 
of  such  Tenancy  or  at  the  Expiration  of  One  Year  next  after  the  Commencement 
of  such  Tenancy,  at  which  Time  such  Tenancy  shall  be  deemed  to  have  deter¬ 
mined  :  Provided  always,  that  no  Mortgagor  or  Cestuique  Trust  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  Tenant  at  Will,  within  the  Meaning  of  this  Clause,  to  his  Mortgagee  or 
Trustee. 

VIII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  Person  shall  be  in  possession 
or  in  receipt  of  the  Profits  of  any  Land,  or  in  receipt  of  any  Rent  as  Tenant  from 
Year  to  Year  or  other  Period,  without  any  Lease  in  Writing,  the  Right  of  the 
Person  entitled  subject  thereto,  or  of  the  Person  through  whom  he  claims,  to  make 
an  Entry  or  Distress  or  to  bring  an  Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  first  accrued  at  the  Determination  of  the  first  of  such  Years  or 
other  Periods,  or  at  the  last  Time  when  any  Rent  payable  in  respect  of  such 
Tenancy  shall  have  been  received  (which  shall  last  happen). 

IX.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  Person  shall  be  in  possession 
or  in  receipt  of  the  Profits  of  any  Land,  or  in  receipt  of  any  Rent,  by  virtue  of  a 
Lease  in  Writing  by  which  a  Rent  amounting  to  the  yearly  Sum  of  Twenty  Shill¬ 
ings  or  upwards  shall  be  reserved,  and  the  Rent  reserved  by  such  Lease  shall 
have  been  received  by  some  Person  wrongfully  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  such 
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Land  or  Rent  in  Reversion  immediately  expectant  on  the  Determination  of  such 
Lease,  and  no  Payment  in  respect  of  the  Rent  reserved  by  such  Lease  shall 
afterwards  have  been  made  to  the  Person  rightfully  entitled  thereto,  the  Right  of 
the  Person  entitled  to  such  Land  or  Rent  subject  to  such  Lease,  or  of  the  Person 
through  whom  he  claims  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  to  bring  an  Action 
after  the  Determination  of  such  Lease,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued  at 
the  Time  at  which  the  Rent  reserved  by  such  Lease  was  first  so  received  by  the 
Person  wrongfully  claiming  as  aforesaid  ;  and  no  such  Right  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  first  accrued  upon  the  Determination  of  such  Lease  to  the  Person  rightfully 
entitled. 

X.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  Person  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
in  possession  of  any  Land  within  the  Meaning  of  this  Act  merely  by  reason  of 
having  made  an  Entry  thereon. 

XI.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  continual  or  other  Claim  upon  or 
near  any  Land  shall  preserve  any  Right  of  making  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  of 
bringing  an  Action. 

XII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  One  or  more  of  several 
Persons  entitled  to  any  Land  or  Rent  as  Coparceners,  Joint  Tenants,  or  Tenants 
in  Common,  shall  have  been  in  possession  or  receipt  of  the  Entirety,  or  more 
than  his  or  their  undivided  Share  or  Shares  of  such  Land  or  of  the  Profits  thereof, 
or  of  such  Rent,  for  his  or  their  own  Benefit,  or  for  the  Benefit  of  any  Person  or 
Persons  other  than  the  Person  or  Persons  entitled  to  the  other  Share  or  Shares  of 
the  same  Land  or  Rent,  such  Possession  or  Receipt  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
been  the  Possession  or  Receipt  of  or  by  such  last-mentioned  Person  or  Persons  or 
any  of  them. 

XIII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  a  younger  Brother  or  other  Rela¬ 
tion  of  the  Person  entitled  as  Heir  to  the  Possession  or  Receipt  of  the  Profits  of 
any  Land,  or  to  the  Receipt  of  any  Rent,  shall  enter  into  the  Possession  or 
Receipt  thereof,  such  Possession  or  Receipt  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  the 
Possession  or  Receipt  of  or  by  the  Person  entitled  as  Heir. 

XIV.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  Acknowl¬ 
edgment  of  the  Title  of  the  person  entitled  to  any  Land  or  Rent  shall  have  been 
given  to  him  or  his  Agent  in  Writing,  signed  by  the  Person  in  possession  or  in 
receipt  of  the  Profits  of  such  Land  or  in  receipt  of  such  Rent,  then  such  Posses¬ 
sion  or  Receipt  of  or  by  the  Person  by  whom  such  Acknowledgment  shall  have 
been  given  shall  be  deemed,  according  to  the  Meaning  of  this  Act,  to  have  been 
the  Possession  or  Receipt  of  or  by  the  Person  to  whom  or  to  whose  Agent  such 
Acknowledgment  shall  have  been  given  at  the  Time  of  giving  the  same,  and  the 
Right  of  such  last-mentioned  Person,  or  any  Person  claiming  through  him,  to 
make  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  bring  an  Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent, 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued  at  and  not  before  the  Time  at  which  such 
Acknowledgment,  or  the  last  of  such  Acknowledgments,  if  more  than  One,  was 
given. 

XV.  Provided  also,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  no  such  Acknowl¬ 
edgement  as  aforesaid  shall  have  been  given  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and 
the  Possession  or  Receipt  of  the  Profits  of  the  Land,  or  the  Receipt  of  the  Rent, 
shall  not  at  the  Time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  have  been  adverse  to  the  Right 
or  Title  of  the  Person  claiming  to  be  entitled  thereto,  then  such  Person,  or  the 
Person  claiming  through  him,  may,  notwithstanding  the  Period  of  Twenty  Years 
hereinbefore  limited  shall  have  expired,  make  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  bring  an 
Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Interest,  at  any  Time  within  Five  Years  next 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act. 

XVI.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  if  at  the  Time  at 
which  the  Right  of  any  Person  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  bring  an  Action 
to  recover  any  Land  or  Rent,  shall  have  first  accrued  as  aforesaid,  such  Person 
shall  have  been  under  any  of  the  Disabilities  hereinafter  mentioned,  (that  is  to 
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say,)  Infancy,  Coverture,  Idiocy,  Lunacy,  Unsoundness  of  Mind,  or  Absence 
beyond  Seas,  then  such  Person,  or  the  Person  claiming  through  him,  may,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  Period  of  Twenty  Years,  hereinbefore  limited  shall  have  expired, 
make  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  bring  an  Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent,  at 
any  Time  within  Ten  Years  next  after  the  Time  at  whice  the  Person  to  whom 
such  Right  shall  first  have  accrued  as  aforesaid  shall  have  ceased  to  be  under  any 
such  Disability,  or  shall  have  died  (which  shall  have  first  happened). 

XVII.  Provided  nevertheless,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  Entry, 
Distress,  or  Action  shall  be  made  or  brought  by  any  Person  who,  at  the  Time  at 
which  his  Right  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  to  bring  an  Action  to  recover 
any  Land  or  Rent,  shall  have  first  accrued,  shall  be  under  any  of  the  Disabilities 
hereinbefore  mentioned,  or  by  any  Person  claiming  through  him,  but  within 
Forty  Years  next  after  the  Time  at  which  such  Right  shall  have  first  accrued, 
although  the  Person  under  Disability  at  such  Time  may  have  remained  under 
One  or  more  of  such  Disabilities  during  the  whole  of  such  Forty  Years,  or 
although  the  Term  of  Ten  Years  from  the  Time  at  which  he  shall  have  ceased  to 
be  under  any  such  Disability,  or  have  died,  shall  not  have  expired. 

XVIII.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  Person 
shall  be  under  any  of  the  Disabilities  hereinbefore  mentioned  at  the  Time  at  which 
his  Right  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  to  bring  an  Action  to  recover  any 
Land  or  Rent,  shall  have  first  accrued,  and  shall  depart  this  Life  without  having 
ceased  to  be  under  any  such  Disability,  no  Time  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress, 
or  to  bring  an  Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent,  beyond  the  said  Period  of 
Twenty  Years  next  after  the  Right  of  such  person  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress, 
or  to  bring  an  Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent,  shall  have  first  accrued,  or 
the  said  Period  of  Ten  Years  next  after  the  Time  at  which  such  Person  shall  have 
died,  shall  be  allowed  by  reason  of  any  Disability  of  any  other  Person. 

XIX.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  Part  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  nor  the  Islands  of  Man,  Guernsey,  Jersey,  Alderney, 
or  Sark,  nor  any  Island  adjacent  to  any  of  them  (being  part  of  the  Dominions  of 
His  Majesty),  shall  be  deemed  to  be  beyond  Seas  within  the  Meaning  of  this  Act. 

XX.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  the  Right  of  any  Person  to  make 
an  Entry  or  Distress  or  bring  an  Action  to  recover  any  Land  or  Rent  to  which 
he  may  have  been  entitled  for  an  Estate  or  Interest  in  Possession  shall  have  been 
barred  by  the  Determination  of  the  Period  hereinbefore  limited,  which  shall  be 
applicable  in  such  Case,  and  such  Person  shall  at  any  Time  during  the  said 
Period  have  been  entitled  to  any  other  Estate,  Interest,  Right,  or  Possibility,  in 
Reversion,  Remainder,  or  otherwise,  in  or  to  the  same  Land  or  Rent,  no  Entry, 
Distress,  or  Action  shall  be  made  or  brought  by  such  Person,  or  any  Person 
claiming  through  him,  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent,  in  respect  of  such  other 
Estate,  Interest,  Right,  or  Possibility,  unless  in  the  meantime  such  Land  or  Rent 
shall  have  been  recovered  by  some  Person  entitled  to  an  Estate,  Interest,  or 
Right  which  shall  have  been  limited  or  taken  effect  after  or  in  defeasance  of  such 
Estate  or  Interest  in  Possession. 

XXI.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  the  Right  of  a  Tenant  in  Tail  of 
any  Land  or  Rent  to  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  to  bring  an  Action  to  recover 
the  same  shall  have  been  barred  by  reason  of  the  same  not  having  been  made  or 
brought  within  the  Period  hereinbefore  limited,  which  shall  be  applicable  in  such 
Case,  no  such  Entry,  Distress,  or  Action  shall  be  made  or  brought  by  any  Person 
claiming  any  Estate,  Interest,  or  Right  which  such  Tenant  in  Tail  might  lawfully 
have  barred. 

XXII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  a  Tenant  in  Tail  of  any  Land 
or  Rent,  entitled  to  recover  the  same,  shall  have  died  before  the  Expiration  of 
the  Period  hereinbefore  limited,  which  shall  be  applicable  in  such  Case,  for 
making  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  bringing  an  Action  to  recover  such  Land  or 
Rent, [no  Person  claiming  any  Estate,  Interest,  or  Right  which  such  Tenant  in 
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Tail  might  lawfully  have  barred  shall  make  an  Entry  or  Distress  or  bring  an 
Action  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent  but  within  the  Period  during  which,  if  such 
lenant  in  Tail  had  so  long  continued  to  live,  he  might  have  made  such  Entry  or 
Distress  or  brought  such  Action. 

XXIII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  a  Tenant  in  Tail  of  any  Land 
or  Rent  shall  have  made  an  Assurance  thereof,  which  shall  not  operate  to  bar  an 
Estate  or  Estates  to  take  effect  after  or  in  defeasance  of  his  Estate  Tail,  and  any 
Person  shall  by  virtue  of  such  Assurance,  at  the  Time  of  the  Execution  thereof, 
or  at  any  Time  afterwards,  be  in  possession  or  receipt  of  the  Profits  of  such  Land* 
or  in  the  Receipt  of  such  Rent,  and  the  same  Person  or  any  other  Person  what¬ 
soever  (other  than  some  Person  entitled  to  such  Possession  or  Receipt  in  respect 
of  an  Estate  which  shall  have  taken  effect  after  or  in  defeasance  of  the  Estate 
Pail,  shall  continue  or  be  in  such  Possession  or  Receipt  for  the  Period  of  Twenty 
Years  next  after  the  Commencement  of  the  Time  at  which  such  Assurance,  if  it 
had  then  been  executed  by  such  Tenant  in  Tail,  or  the  Person  who  would’ have 
been  entitled  to  his  Estate  Tail  if  such  Assurance  had  not  been  executed,  would 
without  the  Consent  of  any  other  Person,  have  operated  to  bar  such  Estate  or 
Estates  as  aforesaid,  then  at  the  Expiration  of  such  Period  of  Twenty  Years  such 
Assurance  shall  be  and  be  deemed  to  have  been  effectual  as  against  any  Person 
claiming  any  Estate,  Interest,  or  Right  to  take  effect  after  or  in  defeasance  of 
such  Estate  Tail. 

r  XXIV.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  said  Thirty-first  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  Person  claiming  any 
Land  or  Rent  in  Equity  shall  bring  any  Suit  to  recover  the  same  but  within  the 
Period  during  which,  by  virtue  of  the  Provisions  hereinbefore  contained,  he  might 
nave  made  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  brought  an  Action  to  recover  the  same 
respectively,  if  he  had  been  entitled  at  Law  to  such  Estate,  Interest,  or  Right  in 
or  to  the  same  as  he  shall  claim  therein  in  Equity. 

XXV.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any  Land  or 
Rent  shall  be  vested  in  a  Trustee  upon  any  express  Trust,  the  Right  of  the 
Cestuique  Trust,  or  any  Person  claiming  through  him,  to  bring  a  Suit  against  the 
Trustee,  or  any  Person  claiming  through  him,  to  recover  such  Land  or  Rent,  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued,  according  to  the  Meaning  of  this  Act,  at  and 
not  before  the  Time  at  which  such  Land  or  Rent  shall  have  been  conveyed 
to  a  Purchaser  for  a  valuable  Consideration,  and  shall  then  be  deemed  to  have 
accrued  only  as  against  such  Purchaser  and  any  Person  claiming  through  him. 

XXVI.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  in  every  Case  of  a  concealed  Fraud 
the  Right  of  any  Person  to  bring  a  Suit  in  Equity  for  the  Recovery  of  any  Land 
or  Rent  of  which  he,  or  any  Person  through  whom  he  claims,  may  have  been 
deprived  by  such  Fraud,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  first  accrued  at  and  not  before 
the  Time  at  which  such  Fraud  shall  or  with  reasonable  Diligence  might  have  been 
first  known  or  discovered ;  provided  that  nothing  in  this  Clause  contained  shall 
enable  any  Holder  of  Lands  or  Rents,  to  have  a  Suit  in  Equity  for  the 
Recover  of  such  Lands  or  Rents,  or  for  setting  aside  any  Conveyance  of 
such  Lands  or  Rents,  on  accouut  of  Fraud  against  any  bona  fide  Purchaser  for 
valuable  Consideration  who  has  not  assisted  in  the  Commission  of  such  Fraud, 
and  who  at  the  Time  that  he  made  the  Purchase  did  not  know  and  had  no  Reason 
to  believe  that  any  such  Fraud  had  been  committed. 

XXVII.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  nothing  in  this  Act 
contained  shall  be  deemed  to  interfere  with  any  Rule  or  Jurisdiction  of  Courts  of 
Equity  in  refusing  Relief  on  the  Ground  of  Acquiescence  or  otherwise  to  any 
Person  whose  Right  to  bring  a  Suit  may  not  be  barred  by  virtue  of  this  Act. 

XXVIII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  a  Mortgagee  shall  have 
obtained  the  Possession  or  Receipt  of  the  Profits  of  any  Land,  or  the  Receipt  of 
any  Rent,  comprised  in  his  Mortgage,  the  Mortgagor,  or  any  Person  claiming 
through  him,  shall  not  bring  a  Suit  to  redeem  the  Mortgage  but  within  Twenty 
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Years  next  after  the  Time  at  which  the  Mortgagee  obtained  such  Possession  or 
Receipt,  unless  in  the  meantime  an  Acknowledgment  of  the  Title  of  the  Mort¬ 
gagor  or  of  his  Right  of  Redemption  shall  have  been  given  to  the  Mortgagor,  or 
some  Person  claiming  his  Estate,  or  to  the  Agent  of  such  Mortgagor  or  Person, 
in  Writing  signed  by  the  Mortgagee  or  the  Person  claiming  through  him  ;  and  in 
such  Case  no  such  Suit  shall  be  brought  but  within  Twenty  Years  next  after  the 
Time  at  which  such  Acknowledgment,  or  the  last  of  such  Acknowledgments  if 
more  than  One,  was  given  ;  and  when  there  shall  be  more  than  One  Mortgagor, 
or  more  than  One  Person  claiming  through  the  Mortgagor  or  Mortgagors,  such 
Acknowledgment,  if  given  to  any  of  such  Mortgagors  or  Persons,  or  his  or  their 
Agent,  shall  be  as  effectual  as  if  the  same  had  been  given  to  all  such  Mortgagors, 
or  Persons  ;  but  where  there  shall  be  more  than  One  Mortgagee,  or  more  than 
One  Person  claiming  the  Estate  or  Interest  of  the  Mortgagee  or  Mortgagees, 
such  Acknowledgment,  signed  by  One  or  more  of  such  Mortgagees  or  Persons, 
shall  be  effectual  only  as  against  the  Party  or  Parties  signing  as  aforesaid,  and  the 
Person  or  Persons  claiming  any  Part  of  the  Mortgage  Money  or  Land  or  Rent 
by,  from,  or  under  him  or  them,  and  any  Person  or  Persons  entitled  to  any  Estate 
or  Estates,  Interest  or  Interests,  to  take  effect  after  or  in  defeasance  of  his  or 
their  Estate  or  Estates,  Interest  or  Interests,  and  shall  not  operate  to  give  to  the 
Mortgagor  or  Mortgagors  a  Right  to  redeem  the  Mortgage  as  against  the  Person 
or  Persons  entitled  to  any  other  undivided  or  divided  Part  of  the  Money  or  Land 
or  Rent ;  and  where  such  of  the  Mortgagees  or  Persons  aforesaid  as  shall  have 
given  such  Acknowledgment  shall  be  entitled  to  a  divided  Part  of  the  Land  or 
Rent  comprised  in  the  Mortgage,  or  some  Estate  or  Interest  therein  and  not  to 
any  ascertained  Part  of  the  mortgaged  Money,  the  Mortgagor  or  Mortgagors 
shall  be  entitled  to  redeem  the  same  divided  Part  of  the  Land  or  Rent  on  Pay¬ 
ment  with  Interest  of  the  Part  of  the  Mortgage  Money  which  shall  bear  the  same 
Proportion  to  the  whole  of  the  Mortgage  Money  as  the  Value  of  such  divided 
Part  of  the  Land  or  Rent  shall  bear  to  the  Value  of  the  whole  of  the  Land  or 
Rent  comprised  in  the  Mortgage. 

XXIX.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  any  Archbishop,  Bishop,  Dean,  Prebendary,  Parson,  Vicar,  Master  of  Hos¬ 
pital,  or  other  Spiritual  or  Eleemosynary  Corporation  Sole,  to  make  an  Entry  or 
Distress  or  to  bring  an  Action  or  Suit  to  recover  any  Land  or  Rent  within  such 
Period  as  hereinafter  is  mentioned  next  after  the  Time  at  which  the  Right  of 
such  Corporation  Sole,  or  of  his  Predecessor,  to  make  such  Entry  or  Distress  or 
bring  such  Action  or  Suit  shall  first  have  accrued;  (that  is  to  say,)  the  Period 
during  which  Two  Persons  in  Succession  shall  have  held  the  Office  or  Benefice 
in  respect  whereof  such  Land  or  Rent  shall  be  claimed,  and  Six  Years  after  a 
Third  Person  shall  have  been  appointed  thereto,  if  the  Times  of  such  Two  Incum¬ 
bencies  and  such  Term  of  Six  Years  taken  together  shall  amount  to  the  full  Period 
of  Sixty  Years  ;  and  if  such  Times  taken  together  shall  not  amount  to  the  full 
Period  of  Sixty  Years,  then  during  such  further  Number  of  Y'ears  in  addition  to 
such  Six  Years  as  will  with  the  Time  of  the  Holding  of  such  Two  Persons  and 
such  Six  Years  make  up  the  full  Period  of  Sixty  Years  ;  and  after  the  said  Thirty- 
first  Day  of  December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  such 
Entry,  Distress,  Action,  or  Suit  shall  be  made  or  brought  at  any  Time  beyond 
the  Determination  of  such  Period. 

XXX.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  said  Thirty-first  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  Person  shall  bring 
any  Quare  impedit  or  other  Action  or  any  Suit  to  enforce  a  Right  to  present  to 
or  bestow  any  Church,  Vicarage,  or  other  Ecclesiastical  Benefice,  as  the  Patron 
thereof,  after  the  Expiration  of  such  Period  as  hereinafter  is  mentioned  ;  (that  is 
to  say,)  the  Period  during  which  Three  Clerks  in  succession  shall  have  held  the 
same,  all  of  whom  shall  have  obtained  Possession  thereof  adversely  to  the  Right 
of  Presentation  or  Gift  of  such  Person,  or  of  some  Person  through  whom  he 


LAWS  LIMITING  ACTIONS. 


133 


claims,  if  the  Times  of  such  Incumbencies  taken  together  shall  amount  to  the  full 
Period  of  Sixty  Years  ;  and  if  the  Times  of  such  Incumbencies  shall  not  together 
amount  to  the  full  Period  of  Sixty  Years,  then  after  the  Expiration  of  such  further 
Time  as  with  the  Times  of  such  Incumbencies  will  make  up  the  full  Period  of 
Sixty  Years. 

XXXI.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  on  the  Avoid¬ 
ance,  after  a  Clerk  shall  have  obtained  Possession  of  an  Ecclesiastical  Benefice 
adversely  to  the  Right  of  Presentation  or  Gift  of  the  Patron  thereof,  a  Clerk  shall 
be  presented  or  collated  thereto  by  His  Majesty  or  the  Ordinary  by  reason  of  a 
Lapse,  such  last-mentioned  Clerk  shall  be  deemed  to  have  obtained  Possession 
adversely  to  the  Right  of  Presentation  or  Gift  of  such  Patron  as  aforesaid  ;  but 
when  a  Clerk  shall  have  been  presented  by  His  Majesty  upon  the  Avoidance  of 
a  Benefice  in  consequence  of  the  Incumbent  thereof  having  been  made  a  Bishop, 
the  Incumbency  of  such  Clerk  shall,  for  the  Purposes  of  this  Act,  be  deemed  a 
Continuation  of  the  Incumbency  of  the  Clerk  so  made  Bishop. 

XXXII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  in  the  Construction  of  this  Act 
every  Person  claiming  a  Right  to  present  to  or  bestow  any  Ecclesiastical  Benefice, 
as  Patron  thereof  by  virtue  of  any  Estate,  Interest,  or  Right  which  the  Owner  of 
an  Estate  Tail  in  the  Advowson  might  have  barred,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a 
Person  claiming  through  the  Person  entitled  to  such  Estate  Tail,  and  the  Right 
to  bring  any  Quare  impedit,  Action,  or  Suit,  shall  be  limited  accordingly. 

XXXIII.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  said 
Thirty-first  Day  of  December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no 
Person  shall  bring  any  Quare  impedit  or  other  Action  or  any  Suit  to  enforce  a 
Right  to  present  to  or  bestow  any  Ecclesiastical  Benefice,  as  the  Patron  thereof, 
after  the  Expiration  of  One  hundred  Years  from  the  Time  at  which  a  Clerk  shall 
have  obtained  Possession  of  such  Benefice  adversely  to  the  Right  of  Presentation 
or  Gift  of  such  Person,  or  of  some  Person  through  whom  he  claims,  or  of  some 
Person  entitled  to  some  preceding  Estate  or  Interest,  or  undivided  Share  or  alter¬ 
nate  Right  of  Presentation  or  Gift,  held  or  derived  under  the  same  Title,  unless 
a  Clerk  shall  subsequently  have  obtained  Possession  of  such  Benefice  on  the 
Presentation  or  Gift  of  the  Person  so  claiming,  or  of  some  Person  through  whom 
he  claims,  or  of  some  other  Person  entitled  in  respect  of  an  Estate,  Share,  or 
Right  held  or  derived  under  the  same  Title. 

XXXIV.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  at  the  Determination  of  the  Period 
limited  by  this  Act  to  any  Person  for  making  an  Entry  or  Distress,  or  bringing 
any  Writ  of  Quare  impedit  or  other  Action  or  Suit,  the  Right  and  Title  of  such 
Person  to  the  Land,  Rent,  or  Advowson  for  the  Recovery  whereof  such  Entry, 
Distress,  Action,  or  Suit  respectively  might  have  been  made  or  brought  within 
such  Period  shall  be  extinguished. 

XXXV.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  Receipt  of  the  Rent  payable 
by  any  Tenant  from  Year  to  Year,  or  other  Lessee,  shall,  as  against  such  Lessee 
or  any  Person  claiming  under  him  (but  subject  to  the  Lease),  be  deemed  to  be 
the  Receipt  of  the  Profits  of  the  Land  for  the  Purposes  of  this  Act. 

XXXVI.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  Writ  of  Right  Patent,  Writ  of 
Right  Quia  dominus  remisit  curiam,  Writ  of  Right  in  capite,  Writ  of  Right  in 
London,  Writ  of  Right  Close,  Writ  of  Right  de  rationabili  parte,  Writ  of  Right 
of  Advowson,  Writ  of  Right  upon  Disclaimer,  Writ  De  rationabilibus  devises, 
Writ  of  Right  of  Ward,  Writ  De  consuetudinibus  et  servitiis,  Writ  of  Cessavit, 
Writ  of  Escheat,  Writ  of  Quo  jure,  Writ  of  Secta  ad  molendinum,  Writ  De 
essendo  quietum  de  theolonio,  Writ  of  Ne  Injuste  vexes,  Writ  of  Mesne,  Writ  of 
Quod  permittat,  Writ  of  Formedon  in  descender,  in  remainder,  or  in  reverter, 
Writ  of  Assize  of  novel  disseisin,  Nuisance,  Darrein-presentment,  Juris  utrum, 
or  Mort  d’ ancestor,  Writ  of  Entry  sur  disseisin,  in  the  quibus,  in  the  per,  in  the 
per  and  cui,  or  in  the  post,  Writ  of  Entry  sur  intrusion,  Writ  of  Entry  sur  aliena¬ 
tion  dum  fuit  non  compos  mentis,  Dum  fuit  infra  aetatem,  Dum  fuit  in  prisona, 


134 


LAWS  LIMITING  ACTIONS. 


4 


Ad  communem  legem,  In  casu  proviso,  In  consimili  casu,  Cui  in  vita,  Sur  cui  in 
vita,  Cui  ante  divortium,  or  Sur  cui  ante  divortium,  Writ  of  Entry  sur  abatement, 
Writ  of  Entry  Quare  ejecit  infra  terminum,  or  Ad  terminum  qui  praeteriit,  or 
Causa  matrimonii  praelocuti,  Writ  of  Aiel,  Besaiel,  Tresaiel,  Cosinage,  or  Nuper 
obiit,  Writ  of  Waste,  Writ  of  Partition,  Writ  of  Disceit,  Writ  of  Quod  eideforceat, 
Writ  of  Covenant  real,  Writ  of  Warrantia  chartae,  Writ  of  Curia  claudenda,  or 
Writ  Per  quae  servitia,  and  no  other  ActioD,  real  or  mixed,  (except  a  Writ  of 
Right  of  Dower,  or  Writ  of  Dower  unde  nihil  habet,  or  a  Quare  impedit,  or  an 
Ejectment,)  and  no  Plaint  in  the  Nature  of  any  such  Writ  or  Action  (except  a 
Plaint  for  Freebench  or  Dower),  shall  be  brought  after  the  Thirty-First  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-four. 

XXXVII.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when,  on  the 
said  Thirty-first  Day  of  December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-four, 
any  Person  who  shall  not  have  a  Right  of  Entry  to  any  Land  shall  be  entitled  to 
maintain  any  such  Writ  or  Action  as  aforesaid  in  respect  of  such  Land,  such  Writ 
or  Action  may  be  brought  at  any  Time  before  the  First  Day  of  June  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  thirty-five  in  case  the  same  might  have  been  brought  if  this 
Act  had  not  been  made,  notwithstanding  the  Period  of  Twenty  Years  hereinbe¬ 
fore  limited  shall  have  expired. 

XXX\  III.  Provided  also,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when,  on  the  said 
First  Day  of  June  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty  five,  any  Person  whose 
Right  of  Entry  to  any  Land  shall  have  been  taken  away  by  any  Descent  cast, 
Discontinuance,  or  Warranty,  might  maintain  any  such  Writ  or  Action  as  afore¬ 
said  in  respect  of  such  Land,  such  Writ  or  Action  may  be  brought  after  the  said 
First  Day  of  June  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-five,  but  only  within 
the  Period  during  which  by  virtue  of  the  Provisions  of  this  Act  an  Entry  might 
have  been  made  upon  the  same  Land  by  the  Person  bringing  such  Writ  or  Action 
if  his  Right  of  Entry  had  not  been  so  taken  away. 

XXXIX.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  Descent  cast,  Discontinuance, 
or  Warranty  which  may  happen  or  be  made  after  the  said  Thirty-first  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  shall  toll  or  defeat  any 
Right  of  Entry  or  Action  for  the  Recovery  of  Land. 

XL.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  said  Thirty-first  Day  of  Decem¬ 
ber  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  Action  or  Suit  or  other 
Proceeding  shall  be  brought  to  recover  any  Sum  of  Money  secured  by  any  Mort¬ 
gage,  Judgment,  or  Lien,  or  otherwise  charged  upon  or  payable  out  of  any  Land 
or  Rent,  at  Law  or  in  Equity,  or  any  Legacy,  but  within  Twenty  Years  next 
after  a  present  Right  to  receive  the  same  shall  have  accrued  to  some  Person 
capable  of  giving  a  Discharge  for  or  Release  of  the  same,  unless  in  the  mean¬ 
time  some  Part  of  the  Principal  Money,  or  some  Interest  thereon,  shall  have 
been  paid,  or  some  Acknowledgment  of  the  Right  thereto  shall  have  been  given 
in  Writing  signed  by  the  Person  by  whom  the  same  shall  be  payable,  or  his  Agent, 
to  the  person  entitled  theieto,  or  his  Agent;  and  in  such  Case  no  such  Action  or 
Suit  or  Proceeding  shall  be  brought  but  within  Twenty  Years  after  such  Payment 
or  Acknowledgment,  or  the  last  of  such  Payments  or  Acknowledgments  if  more 
than  One  was  given. 

XLI.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  said  Thirty-first  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  Arrears  of  Dower, 
nor  any  Damages  on  account  of  such  Arrears,  shall  be  recovered  or  obtained  by 
any  Action  or  Suit  for  a  longer  Period  than  six  years  next  before  the  Commence¬ 
ment  of  such  Action  or  Suit. 

XLII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  said  Thirty-first  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  Arrears  of  Rent  or  of 
Interest  in  respect  of  any  Sum  of  Money  charged  upon  or  Payable  out  of  any 
Land  or  Rent,  or  in  respect  of  any  Legacy,  or  any  Damages  in  respect  of  such 
Arrears  of  Rent  or  Interest,  shall  be  recovered  by  any  Distress,  Action,  or  Suit, 
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but  within  Six  Years  next  after  the  same  respectively  shall  have  become  due,  or 
next  after  an  Acknowledgment  of  the  same  in  Writing  shall  have  been  given  to 
the  Person  entitled  thereto,  or  his  Agent,  signed  by  the  Person  by  whom  the 
same  was  payable,  or  his  Agent :  Provided  nevertheless,  that  where  any  prior 
Mortgagee  or  other  Incumbranrer  shall  have  been  in  possession  of  any  Land,  or 
in  the  Receipt  of  the  Profits  thereof,  within  One  Year  next  before  an  Action  or 
Suit  shall  be  brought  by  any  Person  entitled  to  a  subsequent  Mortgage  or  other 
Incumbrance  on  the  same  Land,  the  Person  entitled  to  such  subsequent  Mortgage 
or  Incumbrance  may  recover  in  such  Action  or  Suit  the  Arrears  of  Interest  which 
shall  have  become  due  during  the  whole  Time  that  such  prior  Mortgagee  or 
Incumbrancer  was  in  such  Possession  or  Receipt  as  aforesaid,  although  such  Time 
may  have  exceeded  the  said  Term  of  Six  Years. 

XLIII.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  after  the  said  Thirty-first  Day  of 
December  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  no  Person  claiming  any 
Tithes,  Legacy,  or  other  Property  for  the  Recovery  of  which  he  might  bring  an 
Action  or  Suit  at  Law  or  in  Equity  shall  bring  a  Suit  or  other  Proceeding  in  any 
Spiritual  Court  to  recover  the  same  but  within  the  period  during  which  he  might 
bring  such  Action  or  Suit  at  Law  or  in  Equity. 

XLVIV.  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  this  Act  shall  not 
extend  to  Scotland,  and  shall  not,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  any  Right  to  permit  to 
or  bestow  any  Church,  Vicarage,  or  other  Ecclesiastical  Benefice,  extend  to 
Ireland. 

XLV.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  this  Act  may  be  amended,  altered,  or 
repealed  during  this  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
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